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Revise or Follow the Constitution? 
The federal government does not obey the Constitution. So why would it start 
obeying the Constitution if the document were changed by a constitutional con- 
vention? (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 
1,000/$0.10ea) PROFTC 


Balancing Our Budget 

Find out about the real dangers in applying for an Article V convention to obtain 
a Balanced Budget Amendment. (2014, four-color, trifold pamphlet) 1/$0.20; 
100/$0.15ea; 500/$0.13ea; 1,000/$0.10ea) PBOB 


Dual Feature — Nullification vs. Constitutional 
Convention & A Crash Course on a Constitutional 


Convention 

Heard about the call for an Article V convention, also known as a constitu- 
tional convention? Get the real scoop and inform others with this great dual 
feature DVD! (2016, 3min + 7min, sleeved DVD, 1-9/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) 


The Article V Convention: 
What Are They Not Telling You? 


This excellent video presentation is recommended for providing an up-to-date 
analysis of the Article V convention issue for anti-Con-Con activists and for edu- 
cating state legislators on the reasons to oppose all Article V convention applica- 
tions. Includes four new parts: (1) 4 Conflicting Approaches; (2) What Article V 
Really Says; (3) The 1787 Precedent — 3 Indisputable Facts; and (4) Conclusion. 
(2015, 59min, DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDAVC 
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The New BBA Con-Con Threat 


A Balanced Budget Amendment Article V convention would be 
a threat to the Constitution because of its inherent power to be 
a runaway convention and the tendency of a BBA to move our 
nation from a republic to a democracy. (Reprint) (2015, 8pp, 
1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPNBBA 


Solving the Debt Crisis 

The solution to our debt crisis is for “We the People” to take back our 
Republic from the special interests by educating voters to enforce 
the Constitution, not by adding a Balanced Budget Amendment via 
an Article V convention. (2016, 8pp, 1-24/$0.50ea; 25-99/$.40ea; 100- 
999/$.35ea; 1000+/$0.30ea) RPSDC 


Change It or Obey It? 

We're only a handful of states away from the calling of a Balanced 
Budget Amendment (BBA) Article V convention. Which side are you 
on in the escalating debate over holding a constitutional convention 
for a variety of measures? This engaging video will help you make 
up your mind by analyzing the marketing claims of convention pro- 
moters, proposed amendments, and true constitutional solutions. 
(2017, 80 min., DVD, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.70ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea)) DVDCOO 
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POLITICS 
George Soros: The “God” Who Should Be Jailed 


by William F. Jasper — George Soros, who fancies himself a god 
and intends to remake the world, is the Lord of Chaos who pursues 
a world order that is demonic, not divine. 


Democracy Alliance: 


Soros Billionaires Club for Revolution 
by William F Jasper — Billionaire Democrats and other donors 
funnel hundreds of millions to radical and violent causes. 


Cutting Off the Toxic Funding Flow 

by William F. Jasper — If the deadly schemes of the giant tax- 
exempt foundations are to be stopped, we must learn from the failed 
attempts of the past to bring them to account. 


POLITICS 


New Report Exposes Rockefeller 

Dynasty’s Role in “Climate” Scam 

by Alex Newman — The Rockefellers have consistently over time 
used unethical means to gain monopolistic power. Now they are 
funding “climate change” for the same purpose. 


National Popular Vote 


Compact Threatens Republic 
by Christian Gomez — State lawmakers are trying to undermine 
the Electoral College in favor of a more pure democracy. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


John Brown’s Lethal Legacy 
by Steve Byas — John Brown is held as a role model for liberals 
because his murders of innocents directly fueled the Civil War. 
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What Will Obama Do Now? 
by Steve Byas 
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More Attacks 
on Trump — Wanted 


I would like to express some concerns 
about THE NEW AMERICAN magazine and 
the current positions that it seems to be 
taking regarding Donald Trump’s recent 
presidential win. It appears to me that THE 
NEW AMERICAN is becoming too much like 
the mainstream conservative media. 

Since Trump started running for presi- 
dent, I have noticed that you are not being 
as critical of him as needed. Donald 
Trump may seem like an anti-establish- 
ment type because of a few positions he 
has taken on trade pacts, such as NAFTA 
and the TPP, and issues such as building 
a wall to stop illegal immigration. But he 
doesn’t seem serious about taking on the 
establishment. If he truly wants to take on 
the establishment, then why does he say 
he only wants to renegotiate NAFTA, not 
get rid of it entirely? Furthermore, why 
hasn’t Trump taken the position to get the 
United States out of the UN; get rid of the 
income tax; eliminate the Departments of 
Education, Energy, Commerce, or HUD; 
or roll back government spending in any 
significant way? 

If America must be taken back through 
the House of Representatives because 
that’s where the spending power and leg- 
islation come from, then why are we fo- 
cusing on an individual who will probably 
end up to be a disappointment? Donald 
Trump once said that U.S. debt was too 
high, but then he said we should be bor- 
rowing against the debt because interest 
rates are so low. Which is it? 

Finally, I would also like to state he is 
already starting to allow the establishment 
to take over his Cabinet. These individuals 
include Elaine Chao, John Bolton, and KT 
McFarland, who are all members of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, and more. 
And last but not least he also stated in one 
of the debates that he has great respect for 
the president of the CFR, Richard Haass. 
I have one question for you guys: If THE 
NEW AMERICAN is not going to be critical 
of Donald Trump’s ties with the establish- 
ment, then who will be? You need to be 
equally as tough on Trump’s ties with the 
establishment as Obama’s ties with the es- 
tablishment. 

KRZYSZTOF T. NOWAK 
Cranford, New Jersey 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Sleight of Hand 


“Repeal and Replace” of the Affordable 
Care Act (ACA) — ObamaCare — has 
become the new slogan of the central 
government since the November election, 
dropping any discussion of the constitu- 
tionality of the central government tak- 
ing over the healthcare of our citizens and 
one-sixth of the nation’s economy. 

Everything about the federal govern- 
ment in healthcare and the installation 
of the ACA has been based on lies; it is 
unconstitutional. 

One New York congressman said dur- 
ing the promotion of the ACA that it is 
justified by the “Welfare and Goodness” 
clause of the Constitution. I am still look- 
ing for that one in the document. 

Article 1, Section 8 gives Congress the 
power to tax to provide for, among other 
things, the general welfare of the United 
States. Stop here and think. The “general” 
welfare is not the welfare of any individual 
or group of individuals, as this would vio- 
late the sovereignty of any other citizen 
not included. As all citizens are sovereign, 
favors to one impinge on the equality of 
others. This concept is overlooked by any 
seeking favors or exemptions, such as 
those provided by our Marxist (and un- 
constitutional) tax code. 

Citizens who dislike Obama are often 
just glad that the Republican branch of 
the central government is attempting to 
change this outrageous bit of legisla- 
tion, even when ObamaCare should be 
repealed only. 

Citizen sovereignty is the only thing 
that makes America exceptional. Never 
forget this fact. If you are a constitution- 
alist like myself, then you are a politi- 
cal middle-of-the-roader; any deviation 
makes you Right or Left, no matter what 
the leftist dominated corporate press 
prints. If you disagree with my opinion, 
then maybe you don’t believe in equality. 
Keep it constitutional. 

Jim Davis 
Riverside, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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The United Nations and You 


Join with JBS to Get US Out! of the UN by creating sufficient understanding among 
voters, business owners, and other community leaders to persuade Congress to 
approve the American Sovereignty Restoration Act that would “end membership 
of the United States in the United Nations.’ (2013, four-color trifold pamphlet, 
1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500-999/$0.13ea; 1,000+/$0.10ea) PUNAY 


World Federalism 101 


World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history 
of the World Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and 
beyond, as well as exposing proponents of world government using their own 
words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95; 5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF101 


America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the 
League of Nations, up to the present, and compares the basic foundational 
documents of the UN with those of the United States with regard to the protec- 
tion of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 
50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for over 70 years, but its origins 
and objectives remain misunderstood by many Americans. This book is 
a brief, readable introduction to the United Nations and to the people 
who created and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1/$9.95ea; 5-19/$8.95ea; 
20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) BKIUN 
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(1/$1.00; 10-25/$0.85ea; 26- oan 75ea; 100-999/$0.50ea; 
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Get Us Out — Envelope Stickers 

Influence others with these attractive envelope stickers. (Includes 
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Clintons Shutter Global Initiative as Donations Dry Up 


The Clinton Global Initiative (CGI) filed a Worker Adjustment 
and Retraining Notification with New York State’s Department of 
Labor on January 12, announcing that, effective April 15, 2017, it 
would be closing its doors and laying off 22 employees. The CGI’s 
stated reason: “Discontinuation of the Clinton Global Initiative.” 

Following the election, foreign governments that had been 
regular donors began cutting their contributions to the Clinton 
Foundation, some severely. For example, news.com.au stated 
November 28 that the Australian government “has not renewed 
any of its partnerships with the scandal-plagued Clinton Founda- 
tion, effectively ending 10 years of taxpayer-funded contribu- 
tions worth more than $88 million.” The government of Norway, 


which had been contributing as much as $20 million a year to the 
foundation, cut its contribution by nearly 90 percent, according 
to a January 15 New York Observer article. 

As the Observer noted, these cuts indicate that “the organiza- 
tion’s clout was predicated on donor access to the Clintons, rather 
than its philanthropic work.” 

Suggestions that the CGI, which called itself a “networking” 
adjunct to the Clinton Foundation, was primarily an influence- 
peddling scheme to enrich the Clintons in exchange for “access” 
arose in October. That’s when the anti-secrecy group WikiLeaks 
published e-mails from Doug Band, a cofounder of CGI, indicat- 
ing how the “pay for access” scheme worked. 

As Clinton Cash author Peter Schweizer reveals, the pattern 
is predictable and repeated frequently: “Introductions are made. 
A deal is struck — usually to exploit natural resources such as 
uranium, oil, or timber, on a large and highly profitable scale. 
Soon after that, enormous contributions are made to the Clinton 
Foundation from those who benefited from the deal, while Bill is 
commissioned to deliver a series of highly-paid speeches. More- 
over, some of these deals require approval or review by the U.S. 
government [that] fall within the purview of a powerful senator 
[Hillary] or secretary of state [Hillary].” 

But the river of financial largess in exchange for access has 
dried up. After all, when there’s no influence to peddle, what 
other reason would there be to contribute? 


Professor Resigns Due to “Craziness” Over Climate Science 


Dr. Judith Curry, the former chair of the School of Earth and 
Atmospheric Sciences at Georgia Tech, announced her resigna- 
tion from her tenured faculty position in a January 3 post on 
her blog, Climate Etc. Curry, who has been described as both 
a “climate realist” and a “climate denier” (depending on the 
perspective of the individual describing her), said, “A deciding 
factor was that I no longer know what to 
say to students and postdocs regarding how 
to navigate the CRAZINESS in the field of 
climate science.” 

In her post explaining the reasons for 
her resignation, Curry — whose research 
has earned her appointments to and awards 
from the American Meteorological Society, 
the American Geophysical Union, NASA, 
NOAA, and the National Science Founda- 
tion — continued: “Research and other 
professional activities are professionally 
rewarded only if they are channeled in 
certain directions approved by a politi- 
cized academic establishment — funding, 
ease of getting your papers published, 
getting hired in prestigious positions, ap- 
pointments to prestigious committees and 
boards, professional recognition, etc.” 


a 


Curry questioned openly how young scientists are able to 
navigate the hurdles placed in their path by “a politicized aca- 
demic establishment” at Georgia Tech and noted that “it often 
becomes a battle of scientific integrity versus career suicide.” 

In explaining her decision to retire from her position, Curry 
wrote that “the superficial reason is that I want to do other 
things, and no longer need my univer- 
sity salary.” However, there was more 
to her decision than that: “The deeper 
reasons have to do with my growing 
disenchantment with universities, the 
academic field of climate science and 
scientists.” 

Curry became a subject of controversy 
in 2010 when a Scientific American ar- 
ticle labeled her a “climate heretic” for 
“turning” on her colleagues by question- 
ing the dogma of the UN’s Intergovern- 
mental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). 
Responding to that label in her October 
25, 2010 blog, Curry wrote: “If the IPCC 
is dogma, then count me in as a heretic. 
The story should not be about me, but 
about how and why the IPCC became 
dogma.” 


UN Demands More Globalist Propaganda in School Textbooks 


The United Nations “education” agency released a report last 
December demanding broad changes to school textbooks around 
the world. It is the latest shot across the bow aimed at parental 
rights, local control of education, and national sovereignty. 

The goal of the “Global Education Monitoring Report” re- 
leased in December by the UN Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Organization (UNESCO) is fairly transparent: accelerate the 
indoctrination of impressionable children worldwide with text- 
book propaganda promoting “global citizenship,” the discredited 
man-made global-warming theory, homosexuality, transgender- 
ism, and outright totalitarianism. And according to the report it- 
self, school textbooks are the best way to do that. 

The report, also dubbed “Policy Paper 28,” laments that stu- 
dents in some countries are still not receiving a satisfactory dose 
of UN-backed indoctrination. Education authorities in numer- 


ous countries, including the United States, came under fire in 
the UNESCO document for failing to promptly incorporate the 
UN’s latest demands, as outlined in the Agenda 2030 “Sustain- 
able Development Goals.” 

Throughout the new UNESCO report, the goal of exploiting 
and indoctrinating children to demand global tyranny is crystal 
clear. On environmentalism, for example, the UN’s agenda for 
turning kids into globalist activists is transparent. “As well as 
ensuring that environmental problems are seen as global issues, 
it is critical for textbooks to develop students’ sense of agency,” 
the UNESCO report declares. 

The report also complains that many textbooks around the 
world do not sufficiently promote homosexuality, lesbianism, 
bisexuality, transgenderism, and more. “While textbooks call for 
tolerance of diversity, sexual diversity is repeatedly excluded,” 
the report complains. Not surprisingly, the Swedish government 
is praised by the radical UN agency for promoting homosexuality 
and homosexual parenting in school textbooks. 

As of right now, U.S. law prohibits any American taxpayer 
funding for UNESCO. But that is not nearly enough. The U.S. 
government should totally withdraw from UNESCO, along with 
exiting and defunding the entire dictators club that is the UN. 
The minds of the youth, and therefore the future of freedom and 
self-government, literally depend on stopping the rogue global 
organization from achieving its goals. 


University Posts Guide of Offensive Words for Students to Avoid 


The PC movement continues its takeover of college campuses 
across the country with a new campaign against so-called of- 
fensive language at the University of Wisconsin-River Falls, in 
which students are asked to avoid innocuous words and phrases 
such as “you guys” and “crazy.” The school published a guide, 
credited to the University of California-Davis, for its “Check 
Yourself Educational Campaign” in which it lists a set of terms 
and words that are said to be offensive. 

While a number of the expressions found within the guide 
would generally be classified as offensive, such as racial slurs, 
derogatory terms, and curse words, others are harmless collo- 
quialisms. 

The guide spends a lot of time discussing terminology that can 
be perceived as offensive by the LGBTQ community. For ex- 
ample, it instructs students to avoid asking about the gender of a 
trans person from someone other than the transgender individual. 
Similarly, students are not allowed to make claims that bisexual- 
ity does not exist and that people are simply either gay or straight. 
The reason? “This denies the fluidity of sexuality and dismisses 
people’s experiences and definitions of self.” At the same time, 
however, students are asked not to make such statements as “I 
think everyone is really bisexual,” because it then denies bisexual 
students of their individuality as bisexuals. 

It instructs students to avoid using terminology having to do 
with female promiscuity, such as “ho” and “slut,” asserting that 


the use of these terms does the following: “Dismisses anyone 
seen as being ‘too sexual’, particularly sex workers, women, 
LGBTQIA+ people, and people of color. Perpetuates negativity 
towards sex itself. Promotes a sexual double standard.” “Ugly” 
also appears on the list, because it somehow “can be connected 
back to white supremacist, ableist, sizeist standards of beauty.” 

The guide, like all other PC efforts, is yet another attempt at 
preventing hurt feelings. As long as the students remain on cam- 
pus, they may be able to safely avoid being offended, but who 
will protect them when they graduate? Hl 
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Fifteen Years of War in Afghanistan a Colossal Failure 
“Last year the Taliban controlled 20 percent of Helmand Province. This 
year, they control 85 percent of the province.” 

President Barack Obama 8 assurance to the nation that, by the end of his 
eight years in office, U.S. military forces wouldn t be needed in the war- 
torn nation, except for embassy duty, has fallen flat. As former Congress- 
man Ron Paul has noted, 8,000 U.S. troops remain, and 300 more have 
just been sent into Helmand Province. 


AP Images 


Six-year California Drought No Longer a Threat 

“Most of the state’s precipitation and snowpack are far above average, boding well for water this year. 
In terms of surface water, most of California is no longer in drought.” 

As the director of the Center for Watershed Sciences at the University of California at Davis, Jay Lund 
knows as well as anyone the welcome change in California’s water situation. 


Trial of South Carolina Killer Ends With Death Penalty 

“This trial has produced no winners, only losers. The defendant will now pay for his crimes with his life. 
But the trial has not been a futile act because the jury, acting as the conscience of this community, has 
stated clearly and unequivocally that his hate, his viciousness, his depravity will not go unanswered.” 

Judge Richard M. Gergel spoke at the close of the trial of Dylann Roof, who was convicted of murder- 
ing nine black parishioners in their church. 


Owner Announces End of Famous Circus 

“Tt’s a different model that we can’t see how it works [for us] in today’s world. This has been a very 
difficult decision for me and for the entire family.” 

His family bought the Ringling Bros. and Barnum & Bailey Circus in 1967. But CEO Kenneth Feld 
pointed to declining ticket sales, mounting costs, changing public tastes, and battles with animal rights 
groups that prompted the Feld family’s decision to terminate “The Greatest Show on Earth.” Perfor- 
mances in May 2017 — in Providence, Rhode Island, and Nassau County, New York — will be the final 

shows for the 146-year-old company. 


Outgoing Secretary of State Warns About Climate Change 

“No nation will do well if it sits on the sidelines, choking on the fumes 
generated by obsolete technologies, and failing to share in the benefits of 
the clean-tech explosion.” 

Speaking at MIT; Secretary of State John Kerry insisted that there will 
be disastrous consequences if the United States refuses to transition from 
using fossil fuels to creating renewable energy sources, but companies 
would already be transitioning if doing so were workable and economi- 
cally viable. 


AP Images 


Hate Crimes Laws Deemed Unsound 
“Though they’ve been in effect since the 1990s, hate crime statutes have always been constitution- 
ally and morally unsound. Criminals ought to be punished for their harmful actions, not for their ugly 
opinions.” 

Boston Globe columnist Jeff Jacoby stands apart from the many others 
who think a person should be prosecuted for holding a contrary opinion. 


Attorney General Designate Supports Good Police Work 

“Law enforcement as a whole has been unfairly maligned and blamed 
for the unacceptable actions of a few of their bad actors. [Leading law- 
enforcement personnel] believe the political leadership in the country has 
abandoned them.” 

A former prosecutor, Senator Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) pledged to use his 
new Office to reverse the growing tendency of people to misjudge law- 


enforcement personnel. y Jeff 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Sessions 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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George Soros, who fancies himself a god and intends to remake the world, is the Lord of 
Chaos and pursues a world order that is demonic, not divine. 


by William F. Jasper 


6 | admit that I have always har- 


bored an exaggerated view of 

self-importance — to put it 
bluntly, I fancied myself as some kind of 
god.” So confessed George Soros in his 
1987 book The Alchemy of Finance. 


10 


George Soros’ use of past-tense verbs 
in the admission above might lead some 
readers to assume his psychological deity 
complex was a passing narcissism that the 
maturing billionaire has conquered in the 
three decades since it was written. That 
would be a false assumption; if anything, 
the 86-year-old currency speculator has 


grown more megalomaniacal with each 
passing year. 

“Tt is a sort of disease when you con- 
sider yourself some kind of god, the cre- 
ator of everything, but I feel comfortable 
about it now since I began to live it out,” 
Soros told the British newspaper The In- 
dependent in 1993. 
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Yes, the hedge-fund mogul has been 
“living out” his delusional fantasies, 
sometimes elevating himself from merely 
“a god,” to actually being “God.” Natu- 
rally, claiming such supernatural attributes 
entails more than a bit of madness, some- 
thing Soros has also publicly discussed on 
more than one occasion. 

“Next to my fantasies about being God, 
I also have very strong fantasies of being 
mad,” Soros once explained in a British 
television interview. “In fact, my grand- 
father was actually paranoid. I have a lot 
of madness in my family. So far I have 
escaped it.” 

Has the delusional billionaire really 
escaped the madness? He told his biogra- 
pher, Michael T. Kaufman, that he views 
himself as “the conscience of the world.” 
And he is spending billions of dollars to 
remake the world to fit his fantasies. If a 
homeless derelict were to declare himself 
God and the conscience of the world, he 
would be ignored, shunned, or locked 
up; madmen with wealth and power are 
praised and sycophantically courted. 

The Roman emperors Nero and Ca- 
ligula are notorious for their murderous 
megalomania. They assigned themselves 
god status, but ruled as demented demons. 
Soros may not possess their dictatorial 
powers, but then, they didn’t possess his 
wealth and global influence. We intend in 
this article (and in the accompanying arti- 
cles on pages 15 and 19) to examine some 
of the vast activist networks and political 
campaigns that George Soros funds. 

Certainly, the super-rich should have as 
much right as any other citizens to partici- 
pate in the political system that governs us 
all. But Soros appears to be perfectly com- 
fortable operating both within and outside 
the law to destroy (he would say “reform’’) 
our political-economic system. In his book 
Soros on Soros, the would-be god says: “I 
do not accept the rules imposed by others.” 
After years of operating with impunity, he 
has become so brazen that he appears not 
to worry about doing the illegal, as well 
as the immoral. It is our contention that 
the prima facie evidence of criminal activ- 
ity by George Soros and those he funds is 
sufficient to demand official investigations 
— by Congress, the U.S. Department of 
Justice, and state attorneys general. Utiliz- 
ing the subpoena and other investigatory 
powers not available to the private citi- 
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Prime Minister Shinzo Abe on January 6, 2017. 


zen, these officials have the duty to take 
on powerful interests that are corrupting 
and undermining the rule of law in Amer- 
ica — and endangering the freedoms we 
hold dear. At the very least, the Internal 
Revenue Service — which recently de- 
nied Tea Party groups non-profit status — 
could take away the tax-exempt status of 
Soros’ huge foundations, or force them to 
cease funding radical groups. And if fed- 
eral authorities exercise even a fraction 
of the zeal they expended on prosecuting 
and persecuting conservative commenta- 
tor Dinesh D’Souza, Soros the god-man 
could end up in jail. 


Organizing Chaos 

Over the past several years, American cit- 
ies have been plunged into racial and civil 
turmoil at a level we have not experienced 
since the 1960s and 1970s. The anti-police 
riots in Ferguson, Baltimore, Milwaukee, 
and elsewhere have morphed into anti- 
Trump riots across the country, with many 
of the same organizations and individuals 
serving as instigators: Black Lives Matter, 
MoveOn.org, International Action Center, 
ANSWER Coalition, and other far-left, 
fake “grassroots” groups. They reliably 
perform on cue because they are lavishly 
funded by the Soros Open Society Foun- 
dations (OSF), the other big tax-exempt 


Globalist manipulator George Soros is shown here in Tokyo following a meeting with Japanese 


foundations (Rockefeller, Ford, Carnegie, 
et al.), and activist “pass through” organi- 
zations, such as the Tides Foundation, that 
bundle and launder hundreds of millions 
of dollars in “dark money” to the street 
revolutionaries. 

Black Lives Matter (BLM), which has 
become one of the most efficient riot- 
making operations, has been especially 
blessed with largess from the billionaire 
elites. As THE NEW AMERICAN noted in 
a 2014 article (“Rioting for a Reason’), 
BLM was founded by Patrisse Cullors, 
Alicia Garza, and Opal Tometi, three black 
lesbian Marxists “who idolize communist 
terrorist revolutionaries Assata Shakur and 
Angela Davis, as well as the Black Pan- 
ther Party and the Black Liberation Move- 
ment.” Naturally, for Soros, that qualifies 
BLM for oodles of cash. An investigation 
of Soros/OSF financials by the Washing- 
ton Times in 2015 found that Soros had 
showered BLM and its related network of 
activist organizations with more than $33 
million. Not bad, but that was only seed 
money. The Ford Foundation, which has 
been funding revolution for decades, an- 
nounced a few months ago it intends to 
raise $100 million in pooled donor funds 
for a newly formed Black-Led Movement 
Fund, of which the BLM (and its rioters) 
will be major beneficiaries. 
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‘It is a sort of disease when you consider yourself some 
kind of god, the creator of everything, but I feel comfort- 
able about it now since I began to live it out,” Soros told 


the British newspaper The Independent in 1993. 


Following the Trayvon Martin shoot- 
ing in Florida in 2012, Black Lives Matter 
grew from a hashtag slogan to a nation- 
wide phenomenon, thanks largely to fund- 
ing from Soros and a huge boost from the 
major media. However, BLM’s big break 
came with the police shooting of Michael 
Brown in Ferguson, Missouri, in 2014, 
and the organized “unrest” that followed. 
Two of the BLM groups that played a cen- 
tral role in the “Ferguson unrest” (that in- 
cluded riots, arson, shooting, and looting) 
are the Organization for Black Struggle 
(OBS) and Missourians for Reform and 
Empowerment (MORE), both of which 
are hardcore Marxist-Leninist organiza- 
tions run by veteran communists who 
have been leading riotous “protests” for 
decades. A top founder/leader at OBS is 
Jamala Rogers, a professional “communi- 


ty organizer” since the 1970s and veteran 
member of the Revolutionary Communist 
League, the Freedom Road Socialist Or- 
ganization, and the radical Black Power 
movement. 

MORE is simply the rebranded Mis- 
souri chapter of ACORN (Association of 
Community Organizations for Reform 
Now), the former national organization of 
paid activists inspired by Marxist strate- 
gist Saul Alinsky and founded by 1960s 
SDS (Students for a Democratic Society) 
radical Wade Rathke. Like ACORN, the 
white “social justice” leaders at MORE 
pay protesters (mostly black or “people 
of color’) to create street theater that 
can be exploited to advance their causes. 
Some of MOREB’s rent-a-mob activities 
in Ferguson were exposed in 2015 when 
black protesters occupied MORE’s offic- 
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Black lies matter: A police vehicle is vandalized during rioting and looting in Ferguson, Missouri, 
on November 25, 2014, after a grand jury decision not to indict police officer Darren Wilson in 
the fatal shooting of Michael Brown. Racist groups made out Brown to be an innocent victim. 
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es and threatened the white radicals be- 
cause they hadn’t been paid as promised. 
To placate the angry protesters, MORE 
provided them with documents showing 
that they had dispersed the funds appro- 
priately. Where did the money go? The 
accounting documents list, among other 
things, payments for cellphones, walkie- 
talkies, banners, T-shirts, art supplies, 
van rentals, gasoline, catering, training 
sessions, organizer salaries, etc. In other 
words, virtually everything needed to 
give a purely AstroTurf production the 
appearance of a “grassroots” protest. 
Where did the funding come from? The 
Washington Times investigation found 
that one line of Soros funding for “po- 
lice reform” in 2014 amounted to $5.4 
million, with about half of those funds 
“earmarked to Ferguson, with the money 
primarily going to OBS and MORE.” 
Another significant recipient of Soros 
cash is Colorlines, an online news site 
that helped parlay Ferguson into a na- 
tional road show. “More than 500 of us 
have traveled from Boston, Chicago, Co- 
lumbus, Detroit, Houston, Los Angeles, 
Nashville, Portland, Tucson, Washington, 
D.C., Winston-Salem, North Carolina, 
and other cities to support the people of 
Ferguson and help turn a local moment 
into a national movement,” wrote Akiba 
Solomon, a writer at Colorlines. 


Readying the Rioting 

The anti-Trump demonstrations and riots 
— both before and after the election — 
follow a pattern that we have seen over 
and over again, from the protests of Oc- 
cupy Wall Street to Black Lives Matter to 
Dream Act/Open Borders. Not only are 
the tactics the same, but many of the same 
groups and individuals keep reappearing 
in all of these seemingly spontaneous out- 
breaks of organized chaos. 

Were the “Not My President” rioters 
that illegally blocked streets and freeways, 
set fires, threw Molotov cocktails, injured 
police officers, destroyed property, and 
defaced public buildings with graffiti day 
after day following the November 8 elec- 
tion merely Soros rent-a-mobs? There is 
good reason to believe so. 

Not only were well-known Soros- 
funded organizations such as Black Lives 
Matter and MoveOn.org prominently in- 
volved, but Soros-funded groups such 
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as Washington Community Action Net- 
work (Washington CAN) ran advertise- 
ments on Craigslist and in newspapers 
for “full-time organizers” to “Fight the 
Trump Agenda!” at $15/hour, plus paid 
vacation and benefits. 

Many of the anti-Trump rioters traveled 
across state lines, which means they not 
only violated state laws against rioting 
and inciting to riot, but also federal law 
against the same crimes. Specifically, the 
rioters could be (and should be) charged 
under Title 18 U.S. Code § 2101, which 
provides that “whoever travels in inter- 
state or foreign commerce ... to incite a 
riot; or to organize, promote, encourage, 
participate in, or carry on a riot; or ... to 
aid or abet any person in inciting or par- 
ticipating in or carrying on a riot or com- 
mitting any act of violence in furtherance 
of ariot ... shall be fined under this title, 
or imprisoned not more than five years, 
or both.” 

As to be expected, Soros PR min- 
ions deny that their boss has anything to 
do with the mayhem caused by those he 
funds. “George Soros is not funding these 
(anti Trump) protests,’ Soros spokesperson 
Michael Vachon said in an interview with 
Value Walk. Of course, Soros also denied 
funding the Occupy Wall Street (OWS) 
movement. But financial records showed 
that he had provided millions of dollars to 
the Tides Foundation, which then passed 
through funding to the OWS activists. 

This is why official congressional and 
prosecutorial investigations are neces- 
sary. Soros and the other funders of the 
riots, subversion, and anarchy will con- 
tinue to deny the obvious, as they have 
been doing for decades. The undercover 
videos of James O’ Keefe’s Veritas Project 
have exposed top Democratic Party op- 
eratives boasting of their illegal activities, 
such as voter fraud, busing in demonstra- 
tors, fomenting riots, initiating fights, il- 
legal funding, etc. This is happening on 
a massive scale and can only be stopped 
by utilizing the same legal bulwarks that 
are used against organized crime. The fi- 
nancial records of the funders and organ- 
izations involved must be subpoenaed, 
and individuals placed under oath, where 
they will face the full penalty of perjury. 
As the saying goes, “follow the money,” 
and prosecute those who are financing the 
ongoing demolition of America. 
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Soros rent-a-mobs: Anti-Trump protesters in Oakland, California, clash with police on November 
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9. Paid activists from Black Lives Matter, ANSWER Coalition, MoveOn.org, and other Soros-funded 
groups led protests that turned into riots in cities across the United States, following the election. 


Investigation and prosecution of the ri- 
oters — and especially those who fund and 
direct them — is important not only for 
redress of the crimes already committed 
and social harm already done, but also to 
deter plans for similar future havoc. 


Dark Money Campaign Cash 
According to a survey of official records 
by the Center for Responsive Politics, 
George Soros gave $19.5 million in po- 
litical contributions during the most recent 
election cycle. That does not include funds 
he gave to nonprofits and activist groups 
that are not officially backing a particular 
candidate or ballot measure, but are none- 
theless actively involved those campaigns. 
The Soros hypocrisy meter hits the 
highest levels when it comes to “dark 
money,” which the liberal-left media in- 
variably associate with those labeled con- 
servative. For the past two decades, Soros 
has led and funded the “campaign finance 
reform” movement. However, at the same 
time that he was decrying the “corrupting 
influence” of money on politics, he was 
pioneering the funding of “527 Groups” 
(so-called due to their status under Sec- 
tion 527 of the IRS Code) which can raise 
unlimited funds for political campaigns. 
He has organized Democracy Alliance 
(see page 15), bringing together dozens 


of billionaires and millionaires to provide 
rivers of cash to his favored candidates 
and causes. 


Voter Fraud 

It is impossible to sustain our system of 
representative government if the election 
process is corrupted. Groups that encour- 
age non-citizens to vote and that work to 
make it difficult-to-impossible to enforce 
election security and verify voter identity 
are undermining our Republic. The Soros 
network has generously funded many of 
these “open border” and “open voting” 
groups, such as the American Council of 
La Raza, America Votes, ACLU, Amer- 
ica’s Voice, American Bridge 21st Cen- 
tury, and Project Vote. Although charges 
of widespread vote fraud, particularly in- 
volving illegal aliens, have been dismissed 
by the establishment media, there is ample 
reason to believe this fraud is significant 
and should be officially and aggressively 
investigated. 


Coopting the U.S. Government 

In a 2005 interview, National Public Ra- 
dio’s Steve Inskeep noted that Soros has 
“been described as the only private citizen 
with his own foreign policy.” Inskeep re- 
marked to Soros: “Uzbekistan, the Open 
Society Institute was actually receiving 
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Black Lives Matter, MoveOn.org, International Action 
Center, ANSWER Coalition, and other farleft, fake 
“Srassroots” groups reliably perform on cue because 
they are lavishly funded by the Soros Open Society 


Foundations (OSF). 


grants from the US State Department and 
spending millions of dollars of US gov- 
ernment money on various programs.” 
That was under President George W. 
Bush; it was not an isolated incident, and 
got much worse under President Obama 
and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. 
It’s easy to be a “philanthropist” when 
you’re spending other people’s money — 
in this case (and others), American tax- 
payers’ money. 

Soros has similarly hijacked U.S. gov- 
ernment policy (not by force, but by col- 
lusion) in Ukraine, Egypt, Albania, the 
European Union, and elsewhere — in- 
variably with disastrous results. He has 
also been exposed as one of the major 
forces behind the calamitous “refugee 
crisis” that is swamping Europe with a 
tsunami of Muslim migrants — and that 
is threatening to do the same here, thanks 
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to Soros-Obama-Clinton-Kerry collu- 
sion. A May 2016 internal report of the 
International Migration Institute (IMI), 
an official project of Soros’ Open So- 
ciety Foundations, boasted of providing 
the funding for the “Sutherland Report,” 
the blueprint for Europe’s migration ca- 
tastrophe authored by Goldman Sachs 
billionaire Sir Peter Sutherland, now the 
UN secretary-general’s special represen- 
tative on international migration. The 
same report by top IMI staffers Anna 
Crowley and Kate Rosin, entitled “Mi- 
gration Governance and Enforcement 
Portfolio Review,” calls for “accepting 
the current crisis as the new normal.” 
Soros also provides funding for the Co- 
lumbia Global Policy Initiative (CGPI) 
at Columbia University, which hosts the 
secretariat for Peter Sutherland’s UN 
migration office. 


Embracing vote fraud: Convicted Democrat voter-fraud felon Melowese Richardson was 
defended by a Soros-funded legal team, and honored by Soros-funded Al Sharpton at an Ohio 


celebration after she was released from prison. 
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The Media “Echo Chamber” 

How does George Soros manage to keep 
getting away with it? Obviously, his bil- 
lions have bought a lot of influence. One of 
the major keys to his success is the Teflon 
shield he has been provided by the estab- 
lishment corporatist media, which also act 
as his “echo chamber.” That’s by design. 
A September 27, 2007 e-mail from John 
Podesta to Soros, Peter Lewis, Steve Bing, 
and other left-wing billionaires outlined his 
plans for parlaying the vast network they 
had financed into a media “echo chamber” 
that would “control the political discourse.” 
At the time, Podesta was president of the 
Soros-funded Center for American Prog- 
ress. He went from that post to be Hillary 
Clinton’s campaign chairman. 

“Now that this enhanced infrastructure 
is in place — grassroots organizing; multi- 
issue advocacy groups; think tanks; youth 
outreach; faith communities; micro-target- 
ing outfits; the netroots and blogosphere 
— we need to better utilize these networks 
to drive the content of politics through a 
strong ‘echo chamber’ and message deliv- 
ery system,” Podesta wrote. 

“Non-partisan voter registration can be 
highly effective in delivering progressive 
voters to the polls,” Podesta states in the 
memo. “The Sandler family and [Open 
Society Institute] are already deeply in- 
volved in funding organizations to do this 
work in communities of color and with re- 
spect to unmarried women.” This further 
underscores our point above regarding 
the ostensibly non-partisan nature of the 
Soros focus on voter registration. 

Several thousand hacked e-mails re- 
leased by WikiLeaks and DCLeaks have 
provided plenty of damning evidence 
to justify initiating a whole series of in- 
vestigations into the Lord of Chaos. Not 
surprisingly, the controlled establishment 
media has almost completely ignored this 
bonanza, prompting an editorial from Jn- 
vestor’s Business Daily this past Septem- 
ber 19 entitled “The Bizarre Media Black- 
out of Hacked George Soros Documents.” 

Bizarre indeed. However, it would be 
worse than bizarre — it would be serious 
nonfeasance of office — for our elected 
and appointed officials to evade their 
responsibilities to investigate and pros- 
ecute the “malefactors of great wealth” 
who undermine our society while posing 
as its saviors. Mi 
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soros Billionaires Club for Revolution 


Even as Democrats publicly and loudly decry corporatist political “dark money,” billionaire 
Democrats and other donors funnel hundreds of millions to radical and violent causes. 


Billionaire oligarchs: A closed meeting of the Democracy Alliance on November 15-17 at the 
Mandarin Oriental Hotel plotted against Trump. Members include Tom Steyer, George Soros, 
Peter Lewis, Herb Sandler, and Norman Lear. 


by William F. Jasper 


arely a week had passed after 
B Donald Trump’s historic upset in 

the November 8 presidential elec- 
tion, but some of the world’s richest in- 
dividuals were already launching a coun- 
teroffensive. George Soros and his fellow 
deep-pocket funders of the Democratic 
Party and left-wing causes gathered with 
a lineup of party activists and luminar- 
ies from Hollywood, K Street, and Wall 
Street for a three-day “investment confer- 
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ence” (November 15-17) at the luxurious 
Mandarin Oriental Hotel in Washington, 
D.C. The conference was entitled “2016- 
2018-2020: Seizing Opportunity & Build- 
ing Power.” These are folks who know a 
thing or two about seizing power — po- 
litical, economic, and social. They are the 
“partners” of the Democracy Alliance, 
an elite invitation-only club of uber-rich 
donors who are credited with dumping 
hundreds of millions of dollars into politi- 
cal campaigns and radical movements in 
recent years. 


While much of what Soros and the De- 
mocracy Alliance donors are doing is per- 
fectly legal, a considerable portion of their 
cash is sluiced into a network of “pass 
through” foundations and organizations 
that fund illegal — and even violent — 
activities. The WikiLeaks e-mails and the 
undercover video “interviews” by Project 
Veritas, featuring boastful admissions 
of criminal acts by Bob Creamer, Scott 
Foval, Cesar Vargas, Zulema Rodriguez, 
and Aaron Black, have confirmed the 
worst concerns of critics regarding “dark 
money” flowing through the Democratic 
National Committee (DNC) and the Hill- 
ary Clinton campaign. In one video, Foval 
actually connects the dots, noting that the 
illegal funding goes through the Clinton 
campaign to the DNC, to Creamer’s group 
and on to Foval, who then, says Foval, 
“executes the sh*t on the ground.” Bob 
Creamer, a top Democratic operative, tells 
the hidden camera that Clinton’s campaign 
“is fully in it.... Hillary knows through the 
chain of command what’s going on.” New 
York lawyer Cesar Vargas, a key DNC op- 
erative helping to get illegal aliens into the 
voting stream, tells Project Veritas: “Yeah, 
and for me I totally get it, this is illegal; 
this is something that can be done.” Clin- 
ton campaign staff member Zulema Rod- 
riguez is recorded on video taking credit 
for organizing the March 2016 anti-Trump 
riots in Chicago that resulted in police of- 
ficers being injured and caused Trump to 
cancel his rally. 

A thorough congressional investigation 
of these criminal activities and the dark 
money channels that fund them is abso- 
lutely essential if our elections are to have 
continued relevance and our constitutional 
Republic is to survive. 

Trump’s victory has stoked the Left’s 
fears and fervor like no other event. An 
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Elite-funded baby killers: Planned Parenthood president Cecile Richards is joined by House 
Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi (left) and others for a January 5, 2017, news conference on 
Capitol Hill in Washington. The organization is one of the favored groups lavishly funded by the 


Democracy Alliance billionaires. 


entry on the agenda for the closed Democ- 
racy Alliance (DA) meeting at the Manda- 
rin described President-elect Trump’s plan 
for America as “a terrifying assault on 
President Obama’s achievements — and 
our progressive vision for an equitable and 
just nation.” 

Gara LaMarche, the president of DA, 
told the mega-donors gathered at the 
Mandarin for a pre-conference welcome 
dinner that their stunning loss on Novem- 
ber 8 showed the need for some serious 
reassessment. The press was not invited 
to the event, but according to prepared 
remarks he provided to Politico, he said, 
“You don’t lose an election you were sup- 
posed to win, with so much at stake, with- 
out making some big mistakes, in assump- 
tions, strategy and tactics.” 

A big part of the DA strategy over the 
next four years will be to focus on con- 
gressional races, as well as putting their 
people into office in state and local races. 
An e-mail LaMarche sent to DA partners 
before the event said they would be as- 
sessing “what steps we will take together 
to resist the assaults that are coming and 


take back power, beginning in the states in 
2017 and 2018.” 

One of the vehicles for pressing that 
agenda will be the State Innovation Ex- 
change, headed by Nick Rathod, a com- 
munity organizer, former special assistant 
to President Obama, former staffer at the 
Soros-Clinton-Podesta Center for Ameri- 
can Progress, and former leader in Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg’s national gun-con- 
trol campaign. A big part of the plan is to 
boost Democrats into state legislatures in 
time to be able to control redistricting ef- 
forts after the 2020 census. Another likely 
part is to expand DA donor giving to local 
political campaigns, such as the recently 
successful defeat of combative Arizona 
Sheriff Joe Arpaio (which cost Soros a 
mere $2 million!). Soros’ “Safety & Jus- 
tice’ PACs have also funneled more than 
$3 million into seven local district attor- 
ney races in six states. “Criminal justice 
reform” groups supported by Soros and 
DA are targeting many more similar races 
around the country. 

Speakers, presenters, and panelists at 
the DA soirée included such standard fix- 


Barely a week had passed after Donald Trump's 
historic upset in the November 8 presidential election, 
but some of the world’s richest individuals were 
already launching a counteroffensive. 
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tures of the establishment Left as Repre- 
sentative Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), Senator 
Elizabeth Warren (D-Mass.), Representa- 
tive Keith Ellison (D-Minn.), Gara La- 
Marche, and Van Jones, as well as lead- 
ers of the AFL-CIO, Service Employees 
International Union (SEIU), American 
Federation of State, County, and Mu- 
nicipal Employees (AFSCME), and other 
labor unions. But the A-List of attend- 
ees, around 100 DA “Partners,” are those 
who can write the big checks, and have 
been known for giving millions to fund 
radical “progressive” causes. Although a 
complete list of this year’s attendees has 
not been made available, the DA partners 
include such financial heavyweights as 
Donald Sussman, Peter Lewis, Herb and 
Marian Sandler, Tom Steyer, Norman 
Lear, Rob McKay, Amy Goldman, Philip 
Munger, Adam Abram — and, of course, 
the Soros family (George and sons Jona- 
than and Alex). Not surprisingly, a number 
of the activist foundations were also listed 
on the DA agenda as “hosts”: Rockefeller 
Family Fund, Surdna Foundation, Soli- 
dago Foundation, Tides Foundation, JK 
Irwin Foundation, Arca Foundation, and 
Wyss Foundation. 

Besides George Soros himself, listed 
presenters at the DA’s 2016 Mandarin 
confab included Center for Community 
Change President Deepak Bhargava; 
Demos President Heather McGhee; Free- 
dom to Marry founder Evan Wolfson, 
“the architect of the movement that led to 
a nationwide victory at the U.S. Supreme 
Court in 2015 affirming marriage rights for 
gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgendered 
Americans”; Media Matters for America 
founder David Brock; and National Center 
for Transgender Equality executive direc- 
tor Mara Keisling. 

Between the time of its founding in 
2005 and the 2014 election cycle, Democ- 
racy Alliance reportedly funneled $500 
million into “progressive” left-wing orga- 
nizations. “While the Democracy Alliance 
requires that its members pay $30,000 in 
yearly dues, the group itself does not col- 
lect and distribute funds to other organi- 
zations,” explains Ballotpedia. “Instead, 
according to the Washington Post, the alli- 
ance occupies a unique position as an ‘ac- 
creditation agency for political advocacy 
groups,” Ballotpedia continues. “DA staff 
members advise partners by closely moni- 
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toring the work and finances of approved 
organizations, allowing some of the coun- 
try’s wealthiest progressive donors to co- 
ordinate their giving and make long-term, 
sustained investments in political infra- 
structure. The Democracy Alliance de- 
rives its influence from this accreditation 
process, as a number of major political 
donors become more or less off-limits for 
groups that do not receive the DA stamp 
of approval.” 


DA Stamp of Approval 
So which groups have passed the “ac- 
creditation process” and won access to 
the coveted DA gravy train? Ballotpedia 
reports that a confidential document from 
2015 recovered by Politico included a list 
of 39 recommended organizations that 
form the Democracy Alliance’s “core port- 
folio.” A confidential report to DA part- 
ners in 2014 listed 172 organizations that 
form the DA’s “Progressive Infrastructure 
Map.” These are some of the 
organizations favored by the 
DA’s mega-donors: 350.org, 
Alliance for Justice, Ameri- 
can Bridge 21st Century, 
Brennan Center for Justice, 
Center for American Prog- 
ress, Center for Community 
Change, ColorOfChange. 
org, Demos, Planned Par- 
enthood, People for the 
American Way, Rebuild the 
Dream, Priorities USA Ac- 
tion, Progressive Campaign 
Change Committee, Pro- 
gressive Congress, Progres- 
sive Majority, Progressive 
States Network, Progress- 
Now, Southern Poverty Law 
Center (SPLC), Working 
America, Working Families 
Party, and many, many more. 

Let’s examine just a few 
of these groups: 

350.org — Founded by 
radical environmentalist and 
global-warming ultra-alarm- 
ist Bill McKibben, 350.org 
is funded by DA partners, 
as well as the Soros, Rocke- 
feller, and Ford Foundations, 
and the Global Greengrants 
Fund. According to McKib- 
ben’s “terrifying new math,” 
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we must cut our energy from fossil fuels to 
“zero” — immediately — to avoid “cata- 
strophic warming.” 

Blue Green Alliance (BGA) — Found- 
ed to unite “America’s largest labor unions 
and its most influential environmental or- 
ganizations,’ BGA has partnered with Al 
Gore’s Alliance for Climate Protection and 
advanced the “greening” of school curri- 
cula throughout the country. 

ColorOfChange.org (COC) — Co- 
founded by CNN commentator Van Jones, 
a “former” communist devotee of mass- 
murderer Mao Tse-tung, and briefly Presi- 
dent Obama’s green jobs czar, COC is one 
of many groups that exist largely to smear 
political conservatives with false charges 
of racism. The Soros network is especially 
fond of Comrade Jones, showering his var- 
ious efforts, such as the Ella Baker Center 
for Human Rights, Green for All, and Re- 
build the Dream, with millions of dollars. 

The Nation magazine — The oldest 


Radical chic: Self-avowed communist Van Jones — CNN commentator 
and former Obama Green Czar — was a featured speaker at the latest 
Democracy Alliance billionaire club gathering. 


continuously published weekly magazine 
in the United States, The Nation (founded 
1865) is also one of the most reliably “‘pro- 
gressive,” if one understands that term to 
mean pro-socialist, pro-communist, anti- 
capitalist, and militantly anti-anti-commu- 
nist. During the 20th century, there were 
few (if any) communist regimes that The 
Nation’s extreme-left writers and editors 
could fail to praise, let alone condemn. 
And there have been few leftist causes — 
abortion, population control, gun control, 
LGBTQ rights, climate change, open bor- 
ders, atheism, etc. — they have failed to 
champion. 

Mother Jones magazine — Named for 
militant socialist labor organizer Mary 
Harris “Mother” Jones (1837 - 1930), this 
radical-left magazine is a relative new- 
comer compared to The Nation. Launched 
in 1976 by the Foundation for National 
Progress, a spin-off group of the pro- 
Castro, pro-Soviet Institute for Policy 
Studies (IPS), Mother Jones 
stalwartly follows the “pro- 
gressive” line, which usually 
means being virulently anti- 
American, anti-Christian, 
and anti-capitalist. Among 
the current writers at the 
magazine are Al Gore, for- 
mer president of the violent 
Students for a Democratic 
Society (SDS) Todd Gitlin, 
Communist China propagan- 
dist Orville Schell, former 
State Department official 
and Carnegie Endowment 
president Morton Abramow- 
itz, and veteran IPS Marxists 
Robert Borosage and Phyllis 
Bennis. 

Demos — Posturing as a 
progressive think tank, this 
501(c)(3) nonprofit has been 
involved in many fights over 
voter registration, income 
inequality, minimum wage, 
campaign finance reform, 
and global governance. It 
is one of the many groups 
funded by DA partners 
where hard-left radicals and 
establishment globalists 
collaborate to undermine 
American sovereignty and 
independence. Demos co- 
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founder and current board chair 
is Amelia Warren Tyagi, the 
daughter of Senator Elizabeth 
Warren. Former Demos Presi- 
dent (and current trustee emeri- 
tus) Miles Rapoport was a leader 
of the Students for a Democratic 
Society in the 1960s. Rapoport 
is a veteran collaborator with 
the hardcore Marxists of the 
Institute for Policy Studies and 
the Democratic Socialists of 
America (DSA). Also sitting 
on the Demos board of trust- 
ees are Van Jones and Stephen 
Heintz, president of the Rock- 
efeller Brothers Fund. 

Heintz is particularly note- 
worthy, since he is a member 
of the Council on Foreign Re- 
lations (CFR), the dominant 
globalist organization that has 
operated as the “power behind 
the throne” in America for much 
of the past century. Over at The 
Nation, editor/publisher Katrina 
vanden Heuvel is a CFR mem- 
ber, as have been a number of its 
writers over the years. Current 
CFR-member writers include 
Representative Tulsi Gabbard 
(D-Hawaii) and Hendrick Hertz- 
berg. At Mother Jones, prominent CFR 
members include Orville Schell, Morton 
Abramowitz, Zbigniew Brzezinski, and 
Daniel Yankelovich. 


Top-down/Bottom-up Control 
The CFR connection is crucial to under- 
standing the dynamic of simultaneous 
“pressure from above and below” that has 
been responsible for moving the politi- 
cal/social dials continually leftward over 
the past decades, so that yesterday’s left 
is today’s center. The CFR globalists in 
the suites provide the cash, direction, and 
media support for the radical activists in 
the streets who create the appearance of 
popular support for more centralization 
of power. It is a squeeze play, in which 
the faux populists are merely paid agents 
and rent-a-mob dupes delivering more and 
more control to the crony “capitalists” 
they claim to detest and oppose. 

George Soros is a leading member and 
funder of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions. His son Jonathan Soros is also a 
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Socialists R Us: Katrina vanden Heuvel (CFR member) is 

publisher/editor of the The Nation, a leading “progressive” 
magazine for over a century-and-a-half, and a prime recipient of 
Democracy Alliance funding. 


member, as are key individuals who are 
(or have been) operatives in the Open So- 
ciety Foundations and other Soros-funded 
organizations. Aryeh Neier, who served 
as president of the OSF for nearly a de- 
cade, from its founding in 1993 to 2012, 
is also a CFR member. (Incidentally, and 
worthy of note, Neier was one of the ’60s 
radicals who founded the riotous, Marx- 
ist SDS. He subsequently went on to lead 
the ACLU, which, like the SDS, invokes 
“democracy” while doing everything pos- 
sible to undermine our constitutional Re- 
public.) Democracy Alliance itself is run 
by CFR member Gara LaMarche. Like 
Aryeh Neier, LaMarche was also a profes- 
sional rabble-rouser/ 
revolutionary for the 
ACLU before being 
promoted to direc- 
tor of U.S. programs 
for the Open Society 
Foundations. He then 
got bumped up to 
CEO of the Atlantic 


Philanthropies, where he oversaw 
the foundation’s grant-making av- 
alanche of funds to “social justice” 
activists, prior to taking over the 
top post at DA. 

The CFR connection is also 
crucial to understanding George 
Soros’ position in the power elite 
matrix. Because of his enormous 
wealth, activism, and narcissistic 
craving of the limelight, Soros 
has become the bogeyman non- 
pareil for conservatives. Howev- 
er, the mogul’s real power stems 
from his membership in the elite 
organizations promoting a “new 
world order” (i.e., world govern- 
ment), such as the CFR, Trilateral 
Commission, Bilderberg Group, 
and International Crisis Group. 
It is CFR globalists who always 
shield the Soros types from the 
death rays of genuine public 
scrutiny: “Pay no attention to that 
man behind the curtain”; “These 
are not the droids you’re looking 
for.” Wielding their power in the 
media, as well as their influence 
in political, business, and finan- 
cial spheres, the CFR elites killed 
the congressional investigations 
in the 1950s that were threaten- 
ing to expose the funding of socialist and 
communist subversion by the big tax- 
exempt foundations. (See the article on 
page19) They will run out the same play- 
book once more when (and if) official 
efforts are again launched to expose the 
schemes of Soros, Democracy Alliance, 
and other new world order mega-donors. 
If they succeed in quashing these efforts, 
it is unlikely we will ever get another 
chance. That is why it is absolutely nec- 
essary for citizens to press their senators 
and representatives to investigate — and, 
where appropriate, for state attorneys 
general to prosecute — funders of chaos 
and bring them to justice. 
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the Toxic Funding Flow 


If the deadly schemes of the giant tax-exempt foundations are to be stopped — and they 
must be — we must learn from the failed attempts of the past to bring them to account. 


Insider brain trust: George Soros and his son Jonathan are members of the Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR), as well as President’s Circle funders of the organization. Also pictured, CFR logo 
and headquarters in New York City. 


by William F. Jasper 


ccording to a September 2015 
A article on George Soros in the 
journal Inside Philanthropy, the 
hedge fund billionaire had, by that time, 
given away about $12 billion through his 
Open Society Foundations (OSF). Much, 
if not most, of that has gone to “progres- 
sive” causes, including hundreds of orga- 
nizations in over 100 countries. As we de- 
tail in the accompanying articles on pages 
10 and 15, many of these OSF grantees 
are fronts for, or close allies of, socialist 
and communist organizations promoting 
subversive agendas, including rioting and 
revolution. As the street riots, looting, and 
chaos have escalated, there has been a ris- 
ing call to hold the wealthy funders of the 
ongoing havoc accountable for the social 
demolition and economic carnage their 
minions are causing. 
Under our tax laws, the huge founda- 
tions — OSF, Ford, Rockefeller, Gates, 
etc. — are tax-exempt because they sup- 
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posedly perform a public, philanthropic 
service. Clearly, however, many of these 
institutions have grossly betrayed the pub- 
lic trust and deserve not only to have their 
tax-exempt privilege revoked, but also to 
have many of their top executives (and 
the “philanthropists” behind them) pros- 
ecuted for criminal activity as well. Such 
an undertaking will not be easy. With the 
many billions of dollars at their disposal, 
as well as the kept politicians and media 
allies (not to mention the armies of street 
radicals) they can depend on to come to 
their defense, we can be sure the founda- 
tions will put up a formidable fight. 

We can get some idea of what to ex- 
pect in this fight ahead by studying the 
brutal tactics employed by the enemy 
during previous unsuccessful attempts 
by American patriots to expose and cur- 
tail the subversive activities of the major 
tax-exempt foundations. In fact, it was 
the failure of these earlier congressional 
investigations more than six decades ago 
that greenlighted the explosive growth and 


brazen activism of the foundations and 
laid the groundwork for the Soros fund- 
ing network that is proving so devastat- 
ing today. If we intend to be successful 
this time around at routing these powerful 
forces — which have grown tremendously 
in their assets, reach, and influence — it 
is absolutely essential that we understand 
the mistakes and failures of past efforts, 
and avert a repeat of those performances. 


Dirty Dealings 
In the aftermath of World War II, the Amer- 
ican public became justifiably alarmed 
by the aggressive communist expansion- 
ism of Soviet dictator Joseph Stalin, our 
former “ally.” The fall of China to com- 
munism in 1949 was an especially cata- 
strophic jolt, turning over a huge chunk of 
global real estate (not to mention an enor- 
mous portion of humanity) to the grow- 
ing totalitarian threat. That catastrophe, it 
became clear, had been made all but inevi- 
table by the policies of the Roosevelt and 
Truman administrations that consistently 
favored the communist forces of Mao Tse- 
tung and undermined the position of our 
anti-communist ally Chiang Kai-shek. The 
exposure of communist spy rings and So- 
viet agents of influence in the top levels of 
our federal government intensified public 
fears of the Red Menace. So too did the 
growing realization that our news media, 
schools, and popular culture were flooding 
America with propaganda and “entertain- 
ment” aimed at promoting communism, 
socialism, secular humanism, atheism, and 
moral degeneracy, while simultaneously 
attacking and undermining anti-commu- 
nism, Christianity, Western Civilization, 
and America’s constitutional system of 
government. It was beginning to become 
more and more obvious that many of our 
governing elites — politicians, academ- 
ics, journalists, philanthropists — were 
actively, consciously colluding with the 
enemies of society. 

The questions over “Who lost China?” 
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The Reece Report alSo observed that major 
foundations “have actively Supported attacks upon 
our social and government system and financed the 
promotion of socialism and collectivist ideas.” 


led investigators to an important establish- 
ment think tank, the Institute of Pacific 
Relations (IPR), which had greatly in- 
fluenced U.S. policy in a pro-communist 
direction. The FBI had raided the offices 
of the IPR’s journal, Amerasia, in 1945, 
and seized over 1,000 stolen classified 
documents. Six persons were arrested in 
the raid and charged with conspiracy and 
espionage, including three government of- 
ficials. Dozens more officials and “Asian 
experts” were implicated in the treasonous 
IPR activities. 

“The IPR has been considered by the 
American Communist Party and by Soviet 
officials as an instrument of Communist 
policy, propaganda and military intelli- 
gence,” the SISS reported in 1952, after 
extensive year-long hearings. It noted 
further, “The IPR was a vehicle used by 
the Communists to orientate American far 
eastern policies toward Communist objec- 
tives.” “Over a period of years,” the SISS 
noted, “John Carter Vincent was the prin- 
cipal fulcrum of IPR pressure and influ- 
ence in the State Department.” 

Vincent wasn’t the only communist at 
the State Department. But whenever in- 
vestigators began probing into this dirty 
secret, they invariably found that the for- 
eign policy establishment soon marshaled 
enormous counterforces to stop their ef- 
forts. Besides the major “liberal” media, 
the institutions that could be relied on 
to lead campaigns against exposure of 
the communists were the big tax-exempt 
foundations and the Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR). That was understandable 
because the big foundations (Rockefeller, 
Ford, Carnegie) were funding much of 
the subversion, and leading members 
of the CFR were also officers of these 
same foundations, as well as serving as 
high-level officials in government. Some 
CFR members — Alger Hiss, Lawrence 
Duggan, Owen Lattimore, Lauchlin Cur- 
rie, and Frederick Vanderbilt Field, for 
example — were officially identified as 
communists. 
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Whitewashing Wrongdoing 
Following the Senate’s IPR investigation, 
Representative Eugene E. Cox (D-Ga.) 
succeeded in establishing a special com- 
mittee in the House of Representatives to 
investigate the tax-exempt foundations. 
The committee heard voluminous damn- 
ing testimony from former top American 
Communist Party officials who had de- 
fected, such as Maurice Malkin, Louis 
Budenz, and Manning Johnson, as well as 
Soviet defector Igor Bogolepov. All told of 
their knowledge of the tax-exempt foun- 
dations’ funding of Moscow’s efforts to 
subvert our country. However, before the 
committee could finish its work, Chair- 
man Cox died unexpectedly. Although the 
Cox Committee hearings took over 800 
pages of testimony and evidence, 
the final report, a mere 15 pages, 
was essentially a whitewash 
that unjustifiably concluded the 
foundations had overwhelm- 
ingly conducted themselves in 
line with their obligations as 
public trusts. However, at least 
one member of the committee, 
Representative B. Carroll Reece 
(R-Tenn.), was determined to set 
the record straight. 

The following year, Represen- 
tative Reece headed up the newly 
formed House Select Committee 
to Investigate Tax-Exempt Foun- 
dations and Comparable Orga- 
nizations, which became known 
as the Reece Committee. Imme- 
diately, the CFR-laden Eisen- 
hower administration joined the 
CFR-controlled press in moves 
to scuttle the investigation. Bob 
Humphreys of the Republican 
National Committee virtually or- 
dered the inquiry stopped. Chair- 
man Reece and his top investiga- 
tor, Norman Dodd, received very 
disturbing death threats. When 
these efforts failed to stop them, 
Major General Wilton B. Persons 
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was sent by President Eisenhower (a CFR 
member) to urge Representative Wayne 
Hays (D-Ohio), a member of the commit- 
tee, to monkey-wrench the hearings, which 
Hays did not hesitate to do. Among other 
things, Hays repeatedly interrupted wit- 
nesses and committee proceedings with 
rude, insulting, berating remarks and inane 
questions. He interrupted witness Aaron 
Sargent, for example, 246 times during 
Sargent’s 185 minutes of testimony. 
Nevertheless, in spite of huge obstacles, 
the Reece Committee did shine some light 
on the dark dealings of foundations in its 
2,086-page report, issued in 1954. “In the 
international field,” the committee’s find- 
ings stated, “foundations, and an interlock 
among some of them and certain intermedi- 
ary organizations, have exercised a strong 
effect upon our foreign policy and upon 
public education in things international. 
This has been accomplished by vast propa- 
ganda, by supplying executives and advis- 
ers to government and by controlling much 
research in this area through the power of 
the purse. The net result of these combined 


Pernicious plans: H. Rowan Gaither, Jr., president of the 
Ford Foundation, told investigator Norman Dodd that he 
and fellow globalists were working to make possible a 
merger of the United States with the communist world. 
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Sleazy behavior all around: Representative Wayne L. Hays (D-Ohio) was assigned to sabotage 
the Reece Committee hearings on the tax-exempt foundations. He is shown here in his 
congressional office in 1976, before resigning in a sex scandal. 


efforts has been to promote ‘international- 
ism’ in a particular sense — a form directed 
toward ‘world government’ and a deroga- 
tion of American ‘nationalism.’” 

The Reece Report also observed that 
major foundations “have actively sup- 
ported attacks upon our social and govern- 
ment system and financed the promotion 
of socialism and collectivist ideas.” The 
committee further declared that the private 
CFR had become “‘in essence, an agency 
of the United States Government,” and 
that its “productions are not objective but 
are directed overwhelmingly at promoting 
the globalist concept.” 

One of the most astounding revelations 
to come out of the Reece Committee in- 
vestigation came from Ford Foundation 
President H. Rowan Gaither (a Council 
on Foreign Relations member), who ad- 
mitted, in a private meeting with com- 
mittee investigator Norman Dodd, that he 
and others inside and outside of govern- 
ment were working “to so alter life in the 
United States that we can be comfortably 
merged with the Soviet Union.” When the 
shocked Norman Dodd asked if he would 
repeat that statement in public testimony, 
Gaither replied, “This, we would not think 
of doing.” 

The one-world lobby savagely vilified 
these investigative probes and did every- 
thing possible to thwart them. (William 
H. MclIlhany’s 1980 book The Tax-exempt 
Foundations provides the most detailed 
account of the congressional efforts to ex- 
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pose and oppose the revolutionary founda- 
tions — and the horrendous attacks that 
were unleashed upon the investigative 
committees.) 

Thanks to the heroic persistence of 
Norman Dodd, the Reece Committee 
was not totally intimidated and silenced. 
However, owing to the incredible ob- 
structionism of Representative Wayne 
Hays, the censorship and vituperation 
of the media, the blackmail of Chairman 
Reece, and the subterfuge by the com- 
mittee’s own counsel, Rene Wormser, the 
committee’s potential impact was greatly 
attenuated. Regarding Reece, Dodd sub- 
sequently learned that the chairman had 
been arrested for homosexuality in a pub- 
lic washroom shortly after he was first 
elected to Congress. The threat of public 
exposure of this secret had been held over 
him, which explained why Reece had in- 
explicably failed to rein in Hays and rule 
him out of order for his numerous out- 
bursts and disruptive behavior. With re- 
gard to Wormser, Dodd stated in an inter- 
view with author William Mcllhany that 
“Wormser was in cahoots with the very 
side that was to be investigated.” Worm- 
ser’s odd behavior, his sympathy toward 
the foundations, and his hostility toward 
publication of the committee’s report are 
difficult to understand in any other light. 
Immediately before one crucial hearing, 
Wormser destroyed the copies of testi- 
mony that were to be given to committee 
members. He crumpled up Dodd’s copy 
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and tossed it at him, so that Dodd was 
forced to read to the packed hearing from 
a dirty, crumpled report. 


This Is War! 

In that same year, 1954, the same globalist 
and communist forces combined in identi- 
cal manner to destroy Senator Joseph Mc- 
Carthy (R-Wis.). Anthony Lukas, writing 
for the New York Times, a CFR stronghold 
and one of McCarthy’s harshest critics, 
noted that “as McCarthy bulled ahead it 
became clear that his real target was the 
Eastern Establishment, which had run 
the nation’s foreign policy for decades.” 
Lukas observed that although “McCarthy 
never explicitly attacked” the CFR, nev- 
ertheless, “many of those he denounced 
were or had been Council members.” 

It was this fear that McCarthy might 
publicly connect the dots between com- 
munists and the globalists that sent the 
CFR brain trust into full panic mode and 
sealed the senator’s fate. Their unrelenting 
demonization of McCarthy has served as an 
effective deterrent; no congressional efforts 
to expose the funding of subversion (and 
perversion) by the tax-exempt foundations 
has taken place in the nearly three-quarters 
ofa century since the Reece-McCarthy era. 
Since that time the number of foundations 
and the size of their subversive grant-mak- 
ing have seen a manifold increase. With re- 
markable consistency, many of the largest 
of these foundations have been using their 
vast resources to fund groups, institutions, 
and individuals that apply simultaneous 
pressure from above and below to under- 
mine Christian society and our constitu- 
tional order, with the aim of replacing it 
with a totalitarian “New World Order.” 

George Soros and his Open Society 
Foundations network provide the most con- 
spicuous example of this revolutionary pro- 
cess in action. Any serious effort aimed at 
bringing him and his fellow billionaire sub- 
versives to heel must learn from history and 
be ready for the merciless onslaught that 
has been visited upon all those who have 
attempted this in the past. They are waging 
total war against God, family, country, and 
civilization, and we must meet them on the 
battlefield. Their funding spigots must be 
cut off, their tax-exempt status removed. 
And where possible, these malefactors of 
great wealth must be prosecuted, severely 
fined, and jailed. 
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Rockefeller Center 


i) New Rep 
1 Exposes Rockefeller 
Role in “Climate” Scam 


ort 


Dynasty’s 
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The Rockefellers have consistently over time used 
unethical means to gain monopolistic power. Now they 
are funding “climate change’ for the same purpose. 


by Alex Newman 


n unfathomably wealthy banking 
A and oil dynasty has been hijacking 

governments, media organs, uni- 
versities, non-profits, and other power cen- 
ters to expand its control over the economy 
and the energy sector in particular, accord- 
ing to a recently released investigation by 
a watchdog group. That dynasty, of course, 
is the Rockefeller family. In essence, they 
have largely created, bankrolled, and weap- 
onized what is known as the “green” move- 
ment “as a means to expand their empire 
over the past three decades,” the report 
found. 

Under the guise of fighting alleged “man- 
made global-warming,” the Rockefeller 
family and its billions have been bankroll- 
ing everything from “climate” journalism 
(propaganda) efforts, politicians, and “aca- 
demia” to politically motivated “investiga- 
tions” of energy companies and nonprofit 
organizations by government officials. Bil- 
lionaire extremist George Soros also helped 
fund the efforts, according to the report re- 
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leased December 2016 by the Washington, 
D.C.-based watchdog Energy and Environ- 
ment Legal Institute (E&E Legal) entitled 
The Rockefeller Way: The Family's Covert 
“Climate Change”’ Plan. 

The billionaires’ goal, according to the 
report, was to crush the oil and gas industry, 
using government power as the weapon of 
choice, to ultimately gain greater control 
over the energy sector once again. “Not 
surprisingly, the Rockefellers are heavily 
invested in renewable energy,” the report 
explains, offering examples. But the Rock- 
efellers are no strangers to underhanded 
machinations to gain market share. The 
report also details how, using extremely 
shady tactics, John D. Rockefeller, Sr., the 
founding patriarch of the Rockefeller dy- 
nasty, gained a virtual monopoly over the 
U.S. energy industry by the 1880s — at 
least until the feds broke it up into smaller 
companies. 

However, the Rockefellers never went 
anywhere, using their wealth to accumulate 
massive amounts of power across society. 
And today, their agenda is almost certainly 


more nefarious than simply the greedy pur- 
suit of total energy-market dominance. In- 
deed, the Rockefeller dynasty and its allies 
have a long track record of promoting tyr- 
anny and globalism using whatever pretext 
might be most convenient, whether that be 
the environment or anything else. The re- 
port by E&E Legal, a market-oriented en- 
vironmentalist group, does a great service 
by highlighting some of the history of the 
Rockefeller dynasty’s unbridled lust for 
power and control. 

One of the key players involved in the 
latest phase of the scam, whether wittingly 
or not, was New York Attorney General 
Eric Schneiderman. Seizing on Rocke- 
feller-funded propaganda masquerading 
as “journalism” alleging that Exxon knew 
man-made “global warming” was sup- 
posedly real, the state attorney general 
joined with other states’ chief prosecu- 
tors to launch the “AGs United for Clean 
Power.” As reported by THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN and other sources, the radical coali- 
tion of rogue prosecutors immediately 
began going after nonprofit groups in what 
critics said was an outlandish attack on 
free speech, scientific inquiry, American 
jurisprudence, and basic common sense. 
Critics and legal experts blasted Schnei- 
derman’s group as a “criminal conspiracy” 
to deprive Americans of their rights. 

That scheme had its genesis in the sum- 
mer of 2012, when two Rockefeller-funded 
climate-alarmist groups held a meeting in 
California. There, the Rockefellers’ pawns 
and minions, including leading climate 
alarmists, plotted how best to demonize en- 
ergy companies. “During the meeting, lead- 
ing climate activists crafted a strategy to si- 
multaneously target ExxonMobil through 
the criminal justice system and national 
media,” the report explains, noting that the 
agreed-upon tools to pursue that agenda 
included New York’s Schneiderman and 
the largely Rockefeller-dominated Colum- 
bia Journalism School. The Rockefellers 
had also “long urged” Schneiderman to 
investigate Exxon, according to, ironically 
enough, a Rockefeller-funded climate pro- 
paganda organ run by a Rockefeller minion 
known as InsideClimate News. 

Next came a January 2016 meeting at 
the Rockefeller Family Fund’s headquar- 
ters that brought together key climate 
alarmists and political hacks to strategize. 
It was all organized and led by Rockefel- 
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ler Family Fund Director Lee Wasserman 
and other statist radicals. The agenda of 
the secret meeting, according to a memo 
obtained by the Washington Free Beacon, 
was to wage war on oil companies. That 
would be pursued by, among other tac- 
tics, manufacturing a “scandal” by using 
a state prosecutor to get internal company 
documents, pushing efforts to have inves- 
tors divest from oil companies, and apply- 
ing as much political pressure as possible. 

Ironically, among the goals outlined 
in a memo to attendees were the painting 
of Exxon as a “corrupt institution” in the 
public mind, a bid to “delegitimize” the 
company, and plans “to drive Exxon and 
climate into the center of the 2016 elec- 
tion.” They almost certainly could never 
have imagined that Exxon would indeed 
be in the center of the 2016 election — 
with the company’s CEO, Rex Tillerson, 
officially nominated by president-elect 
Donald Trump for the powerful secretary 
of state post. 

Unfortunately for climate realists and 
skeptics tempted to laugh at the Rockefell- 
ers’ failed scheme, though, Exxon and its 
chief have a long record of peddling cli- 
mate alarmism, promoting ludicrous and 
totalitarian “solutions” to the alleged “prob- 
lem” of CO, emissions, for example. And 
of course, Exxon is actually a corporate 
member of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions — a globalist and statist institution 
that also peddles climate alarmism and 
United Nations schemes, and is intimately 
tied to the Rockefeller dynasty. 

Basically, the Rockefeller clan is the 
head of the climate snake. “The Rockefel- 
ler family, whose track record of advanc- 
ing the climate change agenda is unrivaled, 
appears to have orchestrated the simultane- 
ous media and legal assaults against Exx- 
onMobil,” the E&E Legal report concludes. 
“Through their financial influence, it is pos- 
ited that the Rockefellers planned, coordi- 
nated, and subsidized the combined efforts 
of the Columbia Journalism School and 
New York Attorney General Eric Schnei- 
derman’s investigation into ExxonMobil.” 

But the worst may be yet to come if the 
schemes are not exposed and stopped. “The 
battering of ExxonMobil is only the begin- 
ning of a large, widespread, and coordinat- 
ed effort to collapse the fossil fuel industry 
in the United States,” the report continued, 
pointing to e-mails from Schneiderman and 
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Megalomaniacal sociopaths? John D. Rockefeller, seen here, used methods widely viewed as 
unethical to monopolize the U.S. energy industry, while his descendants used that wealth to 


advance globalism, eugenics, and tyranny. 


his cohorts outlining a scheme to abuse the 
criminal justice system to “investigate” sci- 
entists and non-profit groups under fraud 
and anti-mafia RICO laws. 

“This oppressive infringement on con- 
stitutionally protected free speech is un- 
precedented, and demonstrates the lengths 
the climate change movement will go to 
force their narrative down the throats of the 
American people,” E&E Legal concluded. 
“When one follows the money, the major 
initiatives of the green movement always 
lead back to the usual suspects: activist bil- 
lionaires such as the Rockefellers seeking 
control of the energy industry.” 

According to the report, the Rock- 
efellers’ ambitions go far beyond energy, 
though. The family members “are intent on 
controlling nearly every major institution 
in America, using philanthropy as a means 
of increasing their influence on the world 
stage under the guise of advancing various 
social causes,” the report found. “Their avid 
opposition to the very fossil fuel industry 
that made John D. Rockefeller America’s 
first billionaire shows that the Rockefellers 
are not political ideologues. Instead, they 
are mere opportunists who support politi- 
cal agendas convenient to enhancing their 
leverage in the global arena.” 

Indeed, the report notes that, through the 
Rockefellers’ sprawling web of “family 
foundations, universities, and institutions, 
as well as huge grants to other charities,” 
the dynasty has “gained unprecedented 


influence in healthcare, pharmaceuticals, 
agriculture, energy, and the environment.” 
And they are using these schemes to hijack 
and weaponize policy to benefit them- 
selves, with a few exceptions who have 
publicly distanced themselves from the 
more prominent Rockefeller bosses. 

“Their highly complex integration of 
hedge funds, interlocking boards posi- 
tions, and non-profit organizations has 
steered public policy on these issues and 
provided them with foreknowledge of 
emerging markets and access to the de- 
veloping world’s natural resources,” the 
report said, highlighting the Rockefeller 
fingerprints on everything from state and 
federal policies to UN social-engineering 
schemes such as Agenda 21. 

Considering the evidence, there can be 
little doubt that the Rockefeller cabal’s 
exploitation of alleged man-made “global 
warming” as the justification for its totali- 
tarian agenda is just that — a pretext for 
tyranny and greedy self-interest masquer- 
ading as environmental concerns. Indeed, 
even back during the discredited man- 
made global-cooling hysteria of the 1970s, 
when Obama’s forced abortion-touting 
“Science Czar” John Holdren claimed 
global cooling would kill a billion people, 
the Rockefeller Brothers Fund was push- 
ing the same anti-oil agenda. 

In the 1977 report The Unfinished 
Agenda: The Citizen’s Policy Guide to 
Environmental Issues, for example, the 
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Rockefeller outfit demanded, among other 
schemes, more population control mea- 
sures, a “progressively increasing gasoline 
tax,” an “escalating tax on natural gas con- 
sumption,” and a “similar tax” to “be ap- 
plied to all fossil fuels.” Similar schemes 
have been promoted by the dynasty ever 
since, though the ostensible justification 
for them has changed. 

Separately, the Rockefeller Family 
Fund has long showered its largess on 
fringe “environmental” groups willing to 
spout the party the line, ranging from the 
Environment Policy Institute and Friends 
of the Earth Foundation to the Natural 
Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and 
the Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund. The 
Rockefeller Foundation has also donated 
to the NRDC, the anti-human Popula- 
tion Council, the World Resources Insti- 
tute, and countless other “environmental” 
groups working to shackle humanity under 
the guise of “protecting” the environment. 

Just since the year 2000, tax documents 
cited in the report show, the four primary 
Rockefeller foundations have showered 
tens of millions of dollars on “green” ac- 
tivist groups. Beneficiaries include the 
Energy Foundation, the Tides Foundation, 
the New America Foundation, the World 
Health Organization, the Wildlife Con- 
servation Society, the National Resources 
Defense Council, the Alliance for Climate 
Protection, the Center for International 
Environmental Law, the Southern Envi- 
ronmental Law Center, and more. 

A U.S. Senate report exposing what 
lawmakers described as the “Billionaires 
Club” and its role in the “Green” move- 
ment also revealed, among other infor- 
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mation, that the Rockefeller Foundation 
is among the largest donors to “envi- 
ronmental” causes in the United States. 
Much of the funding is routed through 
shady “pass through” entities such as 
the “Energy Foundation” to shower the 
billionaires’ money on lobbyists and un- 
suspecting “green” activists while con- 
cealing the source of the funds. Some of 
the outfits that have benefited, according 
to the report, include the American Lung 
Association, the Blue Green Alliance, the 
Environmental Defense Fund, the League 
of Conservation Voters, the NRDC, the 
Sierra Club, the Union of Concerned Sci- 
entists, and more. 

Another key financier of the green scam 
has been George Soros, a protégé of the 
unimaginably wealthy Rothschild dy- 
nasty who admitted on TV to having no 
guilt about helping the National Socialists 
(Nazis) steal Jewish property. Through 
his “Open Society Foundations,” Soros 
has dumped billions into “green” outfits, 
too. Soros also bankrolled Schneiderman’s 
political career, with the disgraced New 
York AG receiving more Soros loot than 
any other politician in the state. 

But supposed Rockefeller concerns 
about the “environment” are almost cer- 
tainly a ruse concealing more sinister moti- 
vations. The real agenda is more establish- 
ment control over humanity, less freedom, 
and a globalist system of governance. In- 
deed, 101-year-old billionaire extremist 
David Rockefeller, the dynasty’s current 
patriarch and only surviving grandson of 
John D. Rockefeller, Sr., has revealed his 
true totalitarian colors on multiple occa- 
sions. In his 2002 autobiography Memoirs, 
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for example, he boasts of being a conspir- 
ator working against America in favor of 
a one-world system: 


Some even believe we [the Rockefell- 
ers] are part of a secret cabal working 
against the best interests of the United 
States, characterizing my family and 
me as internationalists and of con- 
spiring with others around the world 
to build a more integrated global po- 
litical and economic structure — one 
world, if you will. If that’s the charge, 
I stand guilty, and I am proud of it. 


Before that, he showered praises on the 
most murderous dictatorship to plague hu- 
manity in all of recorded history. “What- 
ever the price of the Chinese Revolution, 
it has obviously succeeded, not only in 
producing more efficient and dedicated 
administration, but also in fostering a high 
morale and community purpose,” Rocke- 
feller claimed in a 1973 New York Times 
piece about a psychopath’s “revolution” 
that murdered tens of millions of people 
in cold blood. “The social experiment in 
China under Chairman Mao’s leadership 
is one of the most important and success- 
ful in human history.” It is no surprise that 
leading climate alarmists agree. 

As American citizens, the Rockefellers 
have a constitutionally protected right to 
speak freely, even to promote kooky, ab- 
surd, dangerous, deadly, and totalitarian 
ideas to enrich themselves. However, the 
“mainstream” media also have a duty to 
expose the dynasty’s totalitarian machina- 
tions, and they have so far failed miser- 
ably. Meanwhile, members of the politi- 
cal class have sworn an oath to uphold the 
Constitution, which specifically prohibits 
much of the Rockefellers’ self-serving to- 
talitarian agenda from being implemented. 

As the man-made global-warming 
theory implodes amid decades with no 
warming, and the theory’s backers are left 
with egg all over their faces, it is time for 
Americans and perhaps even Congress to 
take a more serious look at the Rockefel- 
ler machine. In addition to the “climate” 
scam, the Rockefellers have bankrolled 
everything from racist eugenics and abor- 
tion to the deliberate dumbing down of 
the American people via so-called “edu- 
cation.” It is time for the light to be shined 
on their machinations. Hl 
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National Popular Vote Compact 


THREATENS REPUBLIC 


State lawmakers, apparently in a bid to make presidential 
elections more “fair,” are trying to undermine the Electoral 
College in favor of a more pure democracy. 


by Christian Gomez 


“The Electoral College is a vestige, its a 
carryover from an earlier vision of how 
our federal government was going to work 
that put a lot of premium on states.” 


hat is what former “constitutional 
i law professor” and now-former 
U.S. President Barack Obama told 
reporters at a press conference on Decem- 
ber 16, 2016. The president’s remarks 
echoed those shared by a great many 
Americans outraged at how, despite “of- 
ficially” losing the national popular vote 
to Hillary Clinton, Donald Trump won the 
presidential election because of the Elec- 
toral College. 

In a day and age when presidents from 
both political parties, and other elected of- 
ficials across the political spectrum, per- 
petually refer to the United States as a de- 
mocracy, with millions more being taught 
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the same in public schools and colleges 
across the country, it comes as no surprise 
that many millions of voters feel disen- 
franchised. These sentiments were also 
echoed by former Senate Minority Leader 
Harry Reid, who in an interview with 
BuzzFeed on December 13, 2016, said, 
“Tn this election Hillary Clinton wound up 
getting almost 3 million more votes than 
Trump. It’s time the system goes. It is very 
undemocratic.” 

Both Reid’s and Obama’s post-feder- 
alist anti-republican comments further 
stoked the flames of those calling for the 
direct election of the president and vice 
president by way of a nationwide initia- 
tive known as the National Popular Vote 
Interstate Compact (NPVIC). 

Rather than outright abolishing the 
Electoral College, the NPVIC would work 
through it to elect whoever wins the na- 
tional popular vote. Once enough states 
have joined the NPVIC for their combined 


Equality no: Advocates of the National 
Popular Vote Interstate Compact argue that 
their scheme will make every citizen’s vote 
count equally; however, in reality it would 
give the upper hand to voters in more densely 
populated states such as California and New 
York, while ignoring the millions of voters in 
what is often referred to as “flyover country.” 


electoral votes to equal 270 (the number 
required to elect the president), the com- 
pact will come into effect. The states in 
the compact would then collectively del- 
egate all of their combined electoral votes 
to whoever wins the national popular vote, 
regardless of whether the winning candi- 
date actually won all of the states within 
the compact. 

Under this proposed scheme, if the state 
of New York — having already joined the 
compact — voted overwhelmingly for 
the Democratic presidential candidate 
but the Republican presidential candidate 
won the national popular vote, then all of 
New York’s electoral votes (currently 29) 
would be given to the Republican candi- 
date even though it was the Democrat who 
won the state popular vote in New York. 
The New York Post’s Seth Lipsky writes, 
“Tf the measure had been in effect in 2004, 
it would’ve delivered the state’s electoral 
votes to George W. Bush, although New 
Yorkers voted for John Kerry by a margin 
of 18 percentage points.” 
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If the NPVIC passes, presidential candidates will no 
longer concentrate their efforts on “swing States,” and 
they still will not likely appeal to all voters equally. 
Instead, they will concentrate their efforts in high- 
population areas, thus disenfranchising rural voters. 


Likewise the opposite scenario would 
be true; if a state in the pact voted for 
the Republican candidate but the Demo- 
cratic nominee won the national popular 
vote, then all of that state’s electoral votes 
would go to the Democratic candidate. 
Thus all the electoral votes of the states 
within the compact would be bound to 
whoever wins the national popular vote. 
Proponents argue this would be consis- 
tent with the Constitution’s provision, in 
Article II, Section 1, Clause 2, allowing 
state legislatures to appoint electors by 
whichever manner they want. In this case, 
the states would agree to select the elec- 
tors based on the results of the national 
popular vote rather than the outcome of 
their own state’s popular vote. Proponents 
further argue this is necessary in order to 
ensure a democratic outcome. 

Under this scheme the Electoral Col- 
lege would exist merely as a shell; no 
longer would it represent the interests of 
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the states, but rather a plurality of the na- 
tionwide will of the people. Such a fun- 
damental change would further undermine 
the role of the states, making them further 
subservient to the national interest. And 
it would also be the most radical depar- 
ture from a republic toward a democracy 
since the ratification of the 17th Amend- 
ment, which allowed for the direct election 
of U.S. senators rather than having them 
chosen by the legislatures of their states, 
as originally prescribed in Article I, Sec- 
tion 3, Clauses | and 2 of the Constitution. 

Originally, the U.S. Senate represented 
the interest of the states, serving as a nec- 
essary check on the federal government. 
Meanwhile, the House of Representatives 
represented the will or interest of the peo- 
ple. The passage of the 17th Amendment 
removed the voice of the states in feder- 
al matters and terminated their role as a 
check on the federal government, which in 
large part accounts for the vast increase in 


Two-party trouble: State Senator Joseph A. 
Griffo was the lead Republican lawmaker in the 
New York Legislature who led the bipartisan 
passage of the National Popular Voter 
Interstate Compact, arguing that it would make 
New York relevant in presidential elections. 


the size of the federal government and the 
scope of its control over the states, which 
in turn are increasingly treated as regional 
subsidiaries. Similarly, the NPVIC would 
remove the role of the states in electing 
the president and vice president. No lon- 
ger would the country truly be the United 
States of America, but rather a united 
“people’s democracy,” where in the name 
of such democracy the states become su- 
perfluous. 

Initially prompted by the loss of for- 
mer Vice President Al Gore in the 2000 
presidential election despite winning the 
national popular vote, the NPVIC has gar- 
nered much support among state legisla- 
tures across the country. 

Since the legislature of Maryland be- 
came the first to successfully pass the 
NPVIC in 2007, the legislatures of nine 
additional states (New Jersey, Illinois, 
Hawaii, Washington, Massachusetts, Ver- 
mont, California, Rhode Island, and New 
York) as well as the Council of the District 
of Columbia have passed it, joining the 
compact. All together these 11 members 
account for 165 electoral votes, which is 
61.11 percent of the required 270 elector- 
al votes. The compact only needs another 
105 electoral votes before it would come 
into effect, fundamentally transforming 
the way the president and vice president 
are elected. 

In the state of New York, which leans 
strongly liberal Democrat owing to the 
overwhelmingly Democrat-registered vot- 
ing population of New York City, the New 
York State Senate, which typically leans 
Republican due to the predominately Re- 
publican voting population outside of the 
New York City and Westchester County 
area, overwhelmingly passed the NPVIC 
(S.5478) by a 57-4 vote in 2004. New 
York Republicans supported the bill 27-2, 
and of Republicans endorsed by the Con- 
servative Party of New York, they sup- 
ported it a by 26-2 margin. Meanwhile, 
not surprisingly, New York Democrats in 
the state Senate supported the bill 30-2. 

“Potential presidential candidates con- 
centrate more than two-thirds of their ad- 
vertising budgets and two-thirds of their 
campaign stops in just five states. Almost 
a hundred percent of their message is seen 
in approximately 16 battleground states,” 
said state Senator Joseph A. Griffo (R-47) 
from the floor of the New York Senate. 
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Accounting for a total of 165 electoral votes, the states of California, Hawaii, Illinois, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington, as well as the 
District of Columbia (depicted in red in the map above), have approved entry into the National 
Popular Vote Interstate Compact. 


Representing all of Lewis County and 
most of Oneida and St. Lawrence counties 
in upstate New York, Senator Griffo led 
the passage of the NPVIC as a cosponsor 
of the bill in the Senate. Arguing in favor 
of the measure, Griffo continued his re- 
marks on the Senate floor, arguing: 


New York has 19.5 million people, 
but we’re routinely ignored by cam- 
paigns. I want to empower people. 
I want to make New York State rel- 
evant in a national campaign again. [ 
want democracy that creates excite- 
ment in people not apathy. Joining 
the National Popular Vote compact 
creates that opportunity. [Emphasis 
added]. 


Although Senator Griffo is correct that if 
the NPVIC passes presidential candidates 
will no longer concentrate their efforts on 
“swing states,” they still will not likely 
appeal to all voters equally. Instead, they 
will concentrate their efforts in high-pop- 
ulation areas, thus disenfranchising rural 
voters. 

In the name of “democracy,” Senator 
Griffo echoes the same cry as those on the 
Left seeking to undermine the Constitu- 
tion. He further reveals that this is not a 
partisan or progressive issue alone, but a 
bipartisan hazard much like the efforts of 
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those advocating for an Article V consti- 
tutional convention. Incidentally, in 2015 
Senator Griffo also cosponsored concur- 
rent resolution J3572, a Convention of 
States (COS)-backed application to Con- 
gress for the purpose of calling an Article 
V convention. 

After the NPVIC bill passed in both the 
New York Senate and Assembly, Gover- 
nor Andrew Cuomo signed it on March 25, 
2014, making the Empire State the most 
recent state to join the NPVIC. On No- 
vember 7, 2016, Governor Cuomo signed 
further legislation making New York’s 
entry in the NPVIC permanent. 

Despite passing in predominately blue, 
or liberal-stronghold, states, the NPVIC 
has also made inroads in red, or typically 
conservative, states. The NPVIC passed 
by a bipartisan 40-16 vote in the Arizona 
House and a 28-18 vote in the Oklahoma 
Senate. In both instances, Republicans in 
the Arizona House and Oklahoma Senate 
joined their liberal Democrat colleagues 
across the aisle to pass the measure. How- 
ever, Republican support for the NPVIC is 
not just limited to state legislators. 

Serving as a consultant for National 
Popular Vote Inc. (NPV Inc.), a 501(c)(4) 
non-profit dedicated to the passage of the 
NPVIC, is Saul Anuzis, a former chairman 
of the Michigan Republican Party and a 
member of the Republican National Com- 


mittee. In addition to Anuzis, eight former 
national chairs of the purportedly conser- 
vative American Legislative Exchange 
Council (ALEC) signed a letter endorsing 
NPV Inc. and the NPVIC. The eight sign- 
ers include: 

¢ Frank Messersmith, Florida — ALEC 
1989-90 National Chair 

¢ Harold Brubaker, North Carolina — 
ALEC 1994 National Chair 

¢« Bonnie Sue Cooper, Missouri — 
ALEC 1995 ALEC National Chair 

¢ Raymond N. Haynes, California — 
ALEC 2000 National Chair 

¢ Steve McDaniel, Tennessee — ALEC 
2001 National Chair 

¢ Billy Hewes, Mississippi — ALEC 
2004 National Chair 

¢ Earl Ehrhart, Georgia — ALEC 2005 
National Chair 

¢ Noble Ellington, Louisiana — ALEC 
2011 National Chair 

It is also worth mentioning that as an 
organization, ALEC is one of the leading 
advocates of an Article V constitutional 
convention in order to propose a balanced 
budget amendment to the Constitution, 
and is also supportive of multilateral trade 
pacts such as NAFTA and the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership. Like the NPVIC, both 
of these ALEC-backed schemes — a Con- 
Con and sovereignty-eroding multilateral 
trade pacts — have the realistic potential 
of drastically altering the Constitution and/ 
or fundamentally changing the country. 

In a letter to Dr. John R. Koza, chair- 
man of NPV Inc., dated January 14, 2014, 
neoconservative icon and former House 
Speaker Newt Gingrich also conveyed his 
endorsement for the NPVIC. “This im- 
portant project has the potential to trans- 
form the way we elect our presidents and 
to make sure all Americans have a voice 
in their future,” Gingrich wrote. “Unfor- 
tunately, the current system for electing 
presidents does not reflect this tremendous 
diversity.” Gingrich continued, “America 
would be better served with a presidential 
election process that treated citizens across 
the country equally. The National Popular 
Vote bill accomplishes this in a manner 
consistent with the Constitution and with 
our fundamental democratic principles.” 

The purpose of NPVIC is clear: to 
make the United States more “democrat- 
ic” or into a democracy. However, if for- 
mer House Speaker Gingrich, New York 
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State Senator Griffo, and other NPVIC 
advocates would reread the Constitution, 
they may be surprised not to find the word 
“democracy.” Instead, Article IV, Section 
4 of the Constitution mandates that “the 
United States shall guarantee to every 
State in this Union a Republican Form 
of Government.” This was reaffirmed by 
Benjamin Franklin, who when leaving the 
State House in Philadelphia, where the 
Constitutional Convention had convened, 
was asked by a woman on the street, 
“Well, Dr. Franklin, what have you done 
for us?” And Franklin soberly responded, 
“My dear lady, we have given to you a re- 
public — if you can keep it.” 

The Founding Fathers’ preference for a 
republican government — rule by law — 
rather than a democracy — rule by major- 
ity — was evident in their writings, most 
notably the Federalist Papers. In The Fed- 
eralist, No. 10, James Madison, regarded 
as the “Father of the Constitution,” wrote 
that a republic is able to “refine and en- 
large the public views, by passing them 
through the medium of a chosen body 
of citizens, whose wisdom may best dis- 
cer the true interest of their country, and 
whose patriotism and love of justice, will 
be least likely to sacrifice it to temporary 
or partial considerations.” However, as for 


“democracies,” Madison continued, they 
“have ever been spectacles of turbulence 
and contention; have ever been found in- 
compatible with personal security, or the 
rights of property; and have, in general, 
been as short in their lives as they have 
been violent in their deaths.” 

So former Senator Harry Reid was right 
when he said that the Electoral College is 
“undemocratic,” but for the wrong reason. 
Democracy is precisely what the Founding 
Fathers warned against and did not give us 
when they drafted the Constitution and in- 
stead gave us a republic. However, despite 
being undemocratic or anti-democratic, 
the Electoral College is by no means anti- 
constitutional, as some have charged. 

Article I, Section 1 of the Constitution 
makes the following provision for choosing 
the president: “Each State shall appoint, in 
such manner as the Legislature thereof may 
direct, a Number of Electors, equal to the 
whole Number of Senators and Represen- 
tatives to which the State may be entitled 
in the Congress.” The remaining require- 
ments for electing the president in Article 
II were later altered by the ratification of 
the 12th Amendment in 1804. The relevant 
portion of that amendment reads: “The 
Electors shall meet in their respective states 
and vote by ballot for President and Vice- 
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Did the Founders want majority rule? Neocon icon and former House Speaker Newt Gingrich 
endorsed the National Popular Vote bill, saying it would treat “citizens across the country equally” in 
a manner that is “consistent with the Constitution and with our fundamental democratic principles.” 
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President.... The person having the greatest 
number of votes for President, shall be the 
President, if such number be a majority of 
the whole number of Electors appointed.” 

This method remains the process by 
which the nation’s president and vice- 
president are elected — through the states 
via the Electoral College. The national 
popular vote outcome is irrelevant to the 
outcome of the election. The only popular 
vote that matters is that within each indi- 
vidual state to determine who will win the 
electoral votes for that state. On the other 
hand, if whoever received a majority/plu- 
rality of the national popular vote (1.e., de- 
mocracy) was the winner, then the fate of 
the entire election could rest on just one or 
possibly two heavily populated states such 
as California, with more than 10 percent 
of the U.S. population, or New York, with 
six percent. 

Of Hillary Clinton’s reported 
65,844,954 votes in the 2016 presidential 
election, 8,753,788 came from California. 
If California is subtracted from the equa- 
tion, Donald Trump wins the national 
popular vote in the remaining 49 states by 
1,404,903 votes. And if New York is also 
subtracted, Trump’s margin increases to 
3,137,876. So the notion that the NPVIC 
would make “every vote count” and “all 
states relevant” rather than just a handful, 
as its advocates affirm, is disproven when 
looking at the aforementioned raw num- 
ber results. 

In other words, under the NPVIC 
scheme, the votes of 48 states would 
often be rendered irrelevant by the heav- 
ily populated states of California and New 
York, much the same way Democratic- 
voting New York City renders irrelevant 
the mostly conservative and moderate- 
leaning Republican votes of upstate New 
York in statewide races. 

French philosopher Maximilien Robes- 
pierre once said, “The secret of freedom 
lies in educating people, whereas the se- 
cret of tyranny is in keeping them igno- 
rant.” Rather than educating and helping 
the electorate understand the wisdom and 
original intent behind the Electoral Col- 
lege, the nation’s leaders and both politi- 
cal parties are taking advantage of voter 
ignorance, thus reinvigorating the push 
for the NPVIC in the name of democracy, 
while further undermining our constitu- 
tional Republic. 
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Foundations: Their Power and Influence 
Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful tax-exempt 
foundations: their actions, as opposed to their stated purposes; the 
interlocking groups of men who run them; and their influence on the 
country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 412pp, pb, $19.95; 
2+/$12.95ea) BKFPI 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John E. McManus, is an excellent tool for teaching 
Americans about the nature of money and how to solve inflation. Given 
the current economic crisis, it is a must-see! 

Sleeved DVD (2008, 48min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 
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The Law 


Frédéric Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism 
as “lawful plunder, ” explains the fundamental principles involved 
in determining the proper scope of government. It explains socialist 
fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, pb, 1-9/$4.95ea; 10+/$3.95ea) BKL 
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The Shadows of Power 

Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off 
as a think-tank, this group is the “power behind the throne,’ 
with hundreds of top government officials drawn from its 
ranks. The book traces CFR activity from the Wilson to Reagan 
administrations. (2015ed,273pp, pb, 1-9/$10.95ea; 10-24/$9.00ea; 
25-43/$7.50ea; 44+/$6.45ea) BKSOP 


Man, Freedom, & Government 

An enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip classic, 
this DVD provides a roadmap for restoring our freedoms and 
rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1-10/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
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The Creature From Jekyll Island 


G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the manipulation 
of our nation’s money supply by providing an insider’s look at 
how the Federal Reserve came into being and how it controls 
the value of the dollar. (2010, 5th ed, 608pp, pb, 1-11/$22.95ea; 
12+/$22.45ea) BKCFuJl 
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Do Conspiracies Exist? 


To understand the workings of govern- 
ment, it is necessary to acknowledge the 
mostly unseen hand of conspiracy. Only 
seldom do historians mention it, and even 
less the majority of commentators on cur- 
rent events; the very word “conspiracy” 
has acquired overtones of hysteria and 
emotionalism. To be styled a “conspiracy 
theorist” is perhaps the ultimate reproach 
in media-driven discourse. Yet conspira- 
cies, difficult to detect and even more dif- 
ficult to prove, are as natural an element of 
politics as algae is of pond water. 

It is frequently assumed that political 
behavior and events are a manifestation 
of the laws of psychology and group be- 
havior. This may sometimes be the case, 
but far more often than most of us suspect, 
politics is in fact a carefully orchestrated 
spectacle. Scandals that appear to erupt 
spontaneously into public view are often 
created at opportune moments. Acts of 
war and terrorism are sometimes encour- 
aged and even concocted to serve cynical 
policy goals. Seemingly random swings 
in finance are timed to further political 
agendas. And most abominably, people of 
power and influence often work actively 
to subvert their own government and cul- 
ture. Whenever men organize in secret to 
further any of these nefarious aims, they 
are acting conspiratorially. 

Now and then, such activities are ex- 
posed to the light of day. Ancient Rome, 
for example, was a hotbed of intrigue and 
conspiracy. The best-known was the Ca- 
tilinarian Conspiracy, an attempt to over- 
throw the Roman Republic orchestrated by 
a senator known as Lucius Sergius Catilina, 
or Catiline in English. This conspiracy was 
exposed and ultimately broken up thanks 
to the efforts of Cicero, a Roman statesman 
and orator whose series of addresses to the 
Senate denouncing Catiline and his confed- 
erates remains one of the most compelling 
documentations of any political conspiracy 
in history. By the time of Cicero and Ca- 
tiline, the old republic was already on life 
support, having been weakened by several 
generations of intermittent military dicta- 
torship . Catiline conspired with a group 
of aristocrats, military veterans, and fel- 
low senators to overthrow the tottering old 
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order. When exposed by Cicero, he was 
forced to flee and finally to lead his men in 
open revolt. In the ensuing battle, Catiline 
and all his followers were killed. 

However, it does seem likely that at 
least one of Catiline’s sympathizers es- 
caped the claims of justice, a young sena- 
tor named Julius Caesar. Caesar had come 
to Catiline’s defense during the turmoil in 
the senate, but managed to avoid being 
implicated. While there has never been 
any ironclad proof that Caesar was part of 
the Catilinarian Conspiracy, the fact that, 
after Catiline’s death, it was Caesar who 
became the agent for the republic’s final 
overthrow, speaks for itself. 

Rome was also the subject of repeated 
attempts to undermine her culture and 
morals. The semisecret cult of Bacchus 
virtually took over Rome in the early 
second century B.C., encouraging large 
numbers of Romans to abandon the auster- 
ity and uprightness of their centuries-old 
moral code in underground nighttime or- 
gies known as bacchanalia. These gather- 
ings also became opportunities for politi- 
cal intrigue, and were finally outlawed by 
the Senate in 186 B.C. 

Much later in Roman history, when the 
Roman Empire became the incubator of 
the young Christian religion, a rival form 
of worship imported from Persia, the mys- 
tery religion associated with the Persian 
deity Mithras, became the power behind 
the imperial throne. Mithraism suppos- 
edly first gained a foothold in Rome after 
Pompey’s conquest of the Cilician pirates 
of Asia Minor. Nero is believed to have 
been the first of many Roman emperors 
who worshipped Mithras. By the time 
of the late Roman Empire, the Mithraic 
cult, with its cavern-like underground 
sancta, had spread as far as the British 
Isles and the Levant. It had become the 
religion of Rome’s military, political, and 
financial leadership. Only when Rome 
adopted Christianity as its state religion 
did Mithraism wane. We know little of its 
actual beliefs, but its structure was that of 
a classic conspiracy, with seven initiatory 
grades, secret passwords, and a clear pre- 
dilection for the corridors of power. 

During the Middle Ages, a conspiracy 
known as the Sicilian Vespers altered the 


map of the Mediterranean. By 1282, an 
ambitious French monarch, Charles I, also 
known as Charles of Anjou, had seized con- 
trol of much of Italy, Sicily, and the Bal- 
kans, in addition to a large part of south- 
ern France. His control of Sicily gave him 
coveted control over all east-west sea traffic 
on the Mediterranean. In response, Michael 
Palaeologus, the Byzantine emperor, coor- 
dinated an uprising in Sicily with his coun- 
terpart at the other end of the Mediterra- 
nean, Peter II of Aragon. With wealth from 
their royal treasuries, the two monarchs 
financed a revolt that took place on the 
vespers of Easter, 1282. The rebels turned 
out en masse and slaughtered thousands of 
French administrators on the island, deal- 
ing Charles I a blow from which he would 
never recover. The ensuing war between 
France and Aragon lasted 20 years, and 
resulted in Charles’ capture and imprison- 
ment. Although he ransomed himself, he 
died three years after the Sicilian Vespers 
divested him of most of his power. 

Another well-documented conspiracy, 
the cult of Thuggee in India, lasted for 
centuries. Disguised as goddess-worship, 
Thuggee was in fact a vast multigenera- 
tional criminal enterprise that amassed 
enormous wealth from generations of 
robbing traveling merchants. At its peak, 
before its exposure by the Englishman 
William Sleeman, the thugs controlled 
banks and politicians with their immense 
wealth, and, in defiance of popular as- 
sumptions about the inviolability of rival 
religious convictions, appear to have con- 
sisted of roughly equal numbers of Hindus 
and Muslims, despite their professed alle- 
giance to the Hindu goddess Kali. 

In our time, too, conspiratorial activities 
abound. The existence of an association of 
establishmentarian “Insiders,” who popu- 
late organizations such as the Council on 
Foreign Relations and elite campus secret 
societies such as Yale’s Skull and Bones, 
is not conjectural. Their longstanding ef- 
forts to subvert American government and 
culture have been well documented in the 
pages of this magazine over the years. 

Conspiracy is real. Its effects are con- 
sequential. And its dangers cannot be 
understated. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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Proud Dad Moment 


Daniel Medina, a father of two in Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, felt affirmed as a father on 
December 11 when his children performed 
a selfless act for an individual in need. 

Medina and his two boys were driving 
home from the mall on December 11 when 
they spotted a man in a wheelchair shov- 
eling snow, today.com reported. Without 
being prompted, Medina’s two sons, ages 
10 and six, asked their father to pull over 
so that they could help the man in the 
wheelchair. 

“T didn’t even see the guy because I was 
concentrating on driving in the snow,” Me- 
dina said. “My oldest, Daniel, said, ‘Pull 
over, let’s go help him.’ So I said, ‘OK, 
let’s go.” We pulled up next to him, and 
Daniel asked if he had any extra shovels.” 

The man did have extra shovels, and the 
boys and their father stayed and helped the 
man shovel the corner lot for 45 minutes. 

Medina called the experience a “proud 
dad moment” in a Facebook post. 

“Tt just made me happy,” he said. “They 
know to hold doors for people and all their 
manners.” 


Homeward Bound 
Eighty-nine-year-old Angie Tyma and all 
of her possessions were thrown out of the 
house in Hudson, Florida, she had been 
renting for 35 years when it fell into fore- 
closure, forcing her to take up residence in 
a Days Inn. Unbeknownst to her, the land- 
lord from whom she had been renting the 
property had stopped making mortgage 
payments on the building. 

The entire neighborhood was appalled 
to see all of Tyma’s possessions out on the 
street and acted quickly. One in particular 
did something amazing. 

Neighbor Danielle Calder came to 
Tyma’s assistance in a beautiful way, by 
purchasing the property and becoming 
Tyma’s landlord. The cost of the house 
was $167,500. 

“Quite honestly, I didn’t need another 
house,” Calder, 65, told today.com. “But 
I needed her. I couldn’t see her living in 
a motel room.... She’s been here so long. 
Everyone looks out for her.” 

Calder primarily lives in Massachusetts, 
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just outside Boston, but owns a home in 
Tyma’s neighborhood as well. “I did this 
out of the goodness of my heart, not to 
make money or for any other reason ex- 
cept that I love Angie,” Danielle Calder 
said. 

Calder welcomed Tyma back into her 
house on December 6, Tyma’s 89th birth- 
day. 

In addition to Calder’s wonderful deed, 
the other neighbors had collected Tyma’s 
property from off the street and stored it 
for her, as she could not bring all of it with 
her to the Days Inn. 

Before Tyma’s homecoming, neighbors 
had moved her belongings back into the 
house and also repainted the building. 

The Zampa Bay Times reported that 
Tyma attributes her good fortune to the 
help of the “Holy Mother.” 


Kind Students 


Students at Somerset High School in Som- 
erset, Texas, all chipped in to buy sopho- 
more J.R. Gilbert, a special-needs student, 
two pairs of name-brand shoes after they 
learned that he had been squeezing his size 
13 feet into size 10 shoes. 

The students all gathered together on 
December 15 to present the gifts to Gil- 
bert, and used their phones to capture 
footage of the moment in which Gilbert 
opened the surprise. 

“It’s from all of us,” junior Roger Ville- 
gas told Gilbert in the video. “Everybody 
here gave them to you.” 

Gilbert’s reaction was priceless, as he 
exclaimed, “What!? And they’re my fa- 
vorite kind, too!” 

The students on the video were pleased 
by Gilbert’s response, and can be heard 
cheering him on. 

As it turns out, Gilbert, in fact, did have 
other shoes that fit him, but he insisted on 
wearing his size 10 shoes. The school’s 
Facebook page explained, “We found out 
from JR’s family that he does have shoes 
that fit him, but he refuses to stop wearing 
the boots of his beloved grandfather, since 
his grandfather can no longer wear them.” 

The students misunderstood when Gil- 
bert said he needed bigger shoes, as he was 
referring to the boots in particular. 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


But whether or not Gilbert actually 
needed the new shoes is irrelevant. His 
fellow students believed he needed them 
and therefore made it happen. It was a 
beautiful gesture that still warrants ap- 
plause. 


CEO Donates Salary 


At the end of December, a CEO at the Boys 
& Girls Club of Monroe County, Tennes- 
see, gave up drawing his annual salary in 
order to help underprivileged children at- 
tend the club and provide bonuses for the 
staff, Sunny Skyz reported. 

“It’s not that I don’t need the money; 
believe me, I need it,” said CEO Dr. An- 
thony Tricoli. “But there are others right 
now who I know need it more than I do. 
This is my way of helping those in our 
club who are in need of some assistance 
just like my family was when I was a 
kid. Plus, I want [to] assure that our staff 
members are properly thanked for their 
work.” 

In a letter to the Boys & Girls Club 
board, Tricoli explained the inspiration be- 
hind his incredible deed. “This organiza- 
tion means a lot to me, especially because 
of the very similar opportunity I had when 
I was a child,” he wrote. 

According to Tricoli, the Boys & Girls 
Club was a saving grace to him as a young 
boy: “As a young boy, every day after 
school and on the weekends I hopped on 
my stingray bicycle and rode to the Boy’s 
Club in Fullerton (California). That was 
for about six years when I was growing up. 
Then my father fell ill and things changed 
for my family and me. Nonetheless, I have 
never forgotten the opportunities the Boys 
Club provided to me in the way of teaching 
me how to swim, how to safely use power 
tools in the workshop, and how to improve 
my study habits (I also got knocked out 
twice in the boxing ring — that’s probably 
why I set my sights on a desk job). For me, 
the Club was a safe haven, the place where 
all of the worries I had went away, it was 
the place where I could just be a kid.” 

Tricoli simply wanted to ensure that 
other children had a safe haven in the 
club. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Lethal Legacy 


John Brown, the abolitionist-turned-murderer who 
tried to incite a slave revolt, is held as a role model 
for liberals because his murders of innocents 
directly fueled the Civil War. 


by Steve Byas 


of the Doyles, poor settlers from Tennessee, two barking bull- 

dogs met them. It was about midnight, and the men did not want 
the dogs to awaken the Doyle family asleep in their modest cabin — so 
two of the “soldiers” slashed one of the dogs with their swords. The 
second dog fled. 

The Doyles had moved to Kansas so as not to have to compete with slave 
labor, and otherwise took little interest in the growing national controversy 
of slavery. But in the eyes of Brown, they were guilty of being Southerners. 

If the loud barking did not awaken the Doyles, the loud pounding on the 
cabin door did. James Doyle asked, “What is it?” 

Lying, one of the men yelled back that they were looking for the Wilkin- 
son place. The ruse worked, and Doyle opened the door, only to be knocked 
backward as the men rushed into the small dwelling. 

“We’re the Northern Army! Surrender!” 

Mahala, Doyle’s wife, tried to speak, but James cautioned her to “hush, 
mother.” His three sons stood beside him — 22-year-old William, 20-year- 
old Drury, and 14-year-old John. Doyle and his two older sons were pushed 
outside, and the intruders then grabbed for the youngest. Mahala begged 
them to leave the boy alone, and the old man, the apparent leader, roughly 
pushed the boy back toward her, then slammed the door. 

After driving the three men about two hundred yards from the cabin, 
John Brown took out his revolver, calmly pushed the barrel against Doyle’s 
forehead and pulled the trigger. One of the other murderers stabbed at the 
lifeless corpse with his saber. 

William was shot in the side, slashed over the head, and stabbed in the 
face. At that, Drury tried to escape, but was chased down ina ravine. Ina 
vain attempt to ward off their blows, he raised his arms. They cut off his 
fingers, then his arms. They cut his head open, and finally stabbed him 
in the chest. Even then, they did not stop, but continued to hack away at 
the corpse. 

But they weren’t through. Wilkinson was next slated for death. Mrs. 
Wilkinson had heard barking dogs, and woke her husband. The dogs con- 
tinued barking and finally she saw a man pass by the window, followed by 
a knock on the door. 

They both called out, asking, “Who is that?” To which the man at the door 
answered that he needed directions to Dutch Henry’s place. 

When Allen Wilkinson, a member of the legislature, began to yell out 
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He introduced terrorism: John Brown (Shown here 
without his beard, later used as a disguise) is the model for 
many modern terrorists and violent agitators, who justify 
violence upon innocents if the cause is just. 


directions, the man yelled back. “Come out and 
show us.” 

Finally, they demanded he come out, or they would 
break down the door. Despite his wife’s plea not to, 
Wilkinson opened the door, and the heavily armed 
men quickly entered the cabin. They took Wilkinson, 
still in his nightclothes, and pushed him out the door. 

They cut his throat and stabbed him in both his side 
and his head. 

Finally, the men killed a man named William Sher- 
man by splitting his head open in two places. When 
his body was found, one hand was cut off (perhaps 
in attempting to ward off the fatal blows). Part of his 
severed brain washed away into the creek. 

Not one of the slain owned a single slave. 

The man who led the massacre was John Brown, 
an abolitionist and self-proclaimed captain in the 
“Northern Army” of Kansas. “Captain” Brown’s 
unit included four of his sons — Owen, Frederick, 
Salmon, and Oliver, ranging in ages from 17 to 31 
— and a son-in-law. Only two of the murderers were 
not relatives. 

The Pottawatomie Massacre, as it was called, oc- 
curred in the darkness of night of May 24-25, 1856, 
near Pottawatomie Creek in Kansas. 

Brown told an associate, James Townsley, the mo- 
tivation for the murders: “I have no choice. It has 
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While we have become accustomed to Hollywood leftists threatening 
to leave the country if their liberal candidate does not win, Shrader 
took his discontent a step further in his posted response to Trumps 
election: “I believe this is a call to violence.” 


been decreed by Almighty God, ordained 
from Eternity, that I should make an ex- 
ample of these men.” The example was 
intended to “strike terror into the hearts of 
the Pro-slavery party.” 


Political Murder 

These brutal murders took place during 
the struggle between violent pro- and anti 
-slavery forces for control of the Kansas 
territory — known to history as “Bleeding 
Kansas.” While the body of John Brown, 
as the song says, is “moldering in the 
grave,” his example still inspires modem 
radicals, who justify violence upon the in- 
nocent if the cause is “just.” 

Following the election of Donald 
Trump, Brown was specifically cited by 
some extremists to justify a violent re- 
sponse. As we noted in the December 19, 
2016 edition of THE NEw AMERICAN, Hol- 
lywood writer and director Paul Schrader, 
known for his part in films such as Taxi 
Driver, The Last Temptation of Christ, and 
American Gigolo, took to Facebook a few 
days after the election to call for violent 
protests. While we have become accus- 
tomed to Hollywood leftists threatening to 
leave the country if their liberal candidate 
does not win, Shrader took his discon- 
tent a step further in his posted response 
to Trump’s election: “I believe this is a 
call to violence.” Schrader lamented that 
President Obama had tried “appeasement” 
for eight years, and that had now failed. 
Instead, Schrader argued, “We should fi- 
nance those who support violen[t] resis- 
tance. We should be willing to take arms. 
Like Old John Brown, I am willing to 
battle with my children.” 

It is interesting to note that Schrader 
knew enough about Brown to include the 
historical point that Brown and his sons 
participated in the Kansas murders. But as 
we Shall see, Schrader also seems to know 
that behind terrorists such as Brown — 
and behind similar violent protesters today 
— are the radical men with the money, 
when he said, “We should finance those 
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who support violent resistance.” Today, 
protesters can even be hired through on- 
line ads and then directed to illegally block 
highways, throw Molotov cocktails, set 
fires, assault people, and damage property. 

But how do these financiers of violent 
protesters, terrorists, and murderous poli- 
ticians find their revolutionaries? Often, 
they come to the financiers’ attention 
through the praise of journalists, as in the 
case of Herbert Matthews of the New York 
Times, whose writings are credited with 
helping to bring communist dictator Fidel 
Castro to power in Cuba. In 1957, when 
Castro was just one of many guerrilla- 
band leaders in Cuba, Matthews wrote, 
“TCastro] has strong ideas of liberty, de- 
mocracy, social justice, the need to restore 
the constitution, to hold elections.” It was 
all untrue, but after a series of adulatory 
Times articles, money began flowing to 
Castro from admirers in the United States. 

Such was the case with Brown. The 
Chicago Tribune and other newspapers li- 
onized the exploits of Brown and brought 
him to the attention of some prominent 
Unitarians in New England, such as 
Ralph Waldo Emerson and Henry David 
Thoreau. Emerson and Thoreau certainly 
sympathized with Brown’s militant abo- 
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Emancipation by blood: At the time of the adoption of the Constitution, there were 


litionism, and there were many others, as 
well. The most important group of these 
sympathizers came to be known as “the 
Secret Six.” They advised Brown, guid- 
ed his activities, and most importantly, 
financially supported him. Who were 
these men? While not all were fabulously 
wealthy, they did share Brown’s passion 
against slavery, and they were prepared 
to support him with dollars as much as 
they could. 


The Secret Six 

Finance John Brown's Violence 

Dr. Samuel Gridley Howe was one. Howe, 
a world-renowned medical director who 
helped educate the blind, was involved in 
the 1830 revolutions in Paris. Later, when 
he was chairman of the American Polish 
Committee in Paris, which assisted the 
Poles in their revolt against Russia, his 
actions led to his incarceration in Berlin. 
Communist Albert Brisbane helped win 
his release. 

Howe’s wife wrote the lyrics for “The 
Battle Hymn of the Republic,” using the 
music from the song “John Brown’s Body.” 
The latter was written after Brown was ex- 
ecuted in late 1859, following his failed 
attempt to overthrow the government and 
launch a slave rebellion with his raid at 
Harper’s Ferry, Virginia, and it became a 
favorite of Union soldiers. Doctor Howe 
helped to popularize “John Brown’s Body,” 
then Massachusetts Governor John Andrew 
asked Julia Ward Howe to write a song with 
“better words.” The new song, “The Battle 
Hymn of the Republic,” was published in 


slaves in all 


but two states. While slavery declined peacefully over the next few decades, by the 1850s the 
concept of gradual emancipation had been abandoned by extremists in the North and the South 
— and the issue eventually contributed greatly to the rupture of the federal union. 
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The providers prance away: The “Secret Six” 


— wealthy and influential New Englanders 
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who backed John Brown’s violent actions — faced no serious consequences after Brown’s 
unsuccessful raid of the federal arsenal at Harper's Ferry. 


Atlantic Monthly in February 1862. For ab- 
olitionists, the words had a “double mean- 
ing,” referring more to Brown and aboli- 
tionist activities than to God. 

Another of the Secret Six was a Uni- 
tarian minister, Theodore Parker. Parker 
said that the Constitution “was not mor- 
ally binding.” His concept of morality 
did not come from biblical Christianity, 
however, saying that he believed God was 
going to come up with a “better religion” 
than Christianity. Although a preacher, he 
denied practically every important Chris- 
tian doctrine. He denied the deity of Christ 
(although he said Jesus was a great man); 
he also denied the miracles of the Bible, 
the atonement, the concept of sin, and the 
divine inspiration of Scripture. 

He also referred to the South as “the 
enemy.” 

Gerrit Smith, a congressman from New 
York, was particularly wealthy — having 
inherited money from his father, a partner 
of John Jacob Astor in the fur trade and 
a dedicated abolitionist. He told former 
slaves they should “turn their backs” on 
American Christianity, for it was authored 
by the Devil. 

Franklin Sanborn graduated from Har- 
vard and married into a wealthy family, 
which allowed him to concentrate on 
the cause of abolition without worrying 
about making a living. He inherited his 
wife’s estate when she died very soon 
after their marriage. 
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Another Unitarian minister, Thomas 
Wentworth Higginson, was strongly op- 
posed to capital punishment, and was a 
pacifist, yet he supported the murderous 
activities of John Brown. 

Finally, George Luther Stearns was a 
very wealthy pipe manufacturer. Stearns 
had met with European revolutionar- 
ies such as Giuseppe Mazzini and Louis 
Blanc, speaking glowingly of them to 
Charles Sumner (later a U.S. senator) in 
1848. Although he proclaimed himself a 
pacifist, he later urged the complete de- 
struction of the South. 

Brown used these men to finance his 
twisted plan of widespread murder, but 
they also used him, as we shall see. 


Violence to End Slavery 

Replaces Compromise 

These men were all opposed to slavery, 
which was not an uncommon viewpoint 
in the North, where the institution had 
largely disappeared by the 1850s. Many 
in the North believed, however, that it 
was an antiquated and dying system, 
which would eventually cease to exist, 
violence being unnecessary to end it. 
After all, at the time of the adoption of 
the Constitution, there were only two 
states out of 13 in which there no slaves 
at all. Over the course of the next few 
decades, slavery had declined and been 
abolished in all of the North, without 
bloodshed. The slave trade had been out- 


lawed peacefully throughout the United 
States by an act of Congress in 1808. 

But Brown believed the emancipation 
of the slaves could wait no longer, and 
it required not just violence, but geno- 
cide. “Better that a whole generation 
of men, women and children should be 
swept away than that this crime of slav- 
ery should exist one day longer,” he told 
Emerson. While Emerson later protested 
that he thought Brown was not speak- 
ing literally, he himself said, “If it costs 
ten years and ten to recover the general 
prosperity, the destruction of the South is 
worth so much.” 

How had the country moved from end- 
ing slavery in a peaceful fashion to the 
point where the issue had become so divi- 
sive? The attitudinal change came gradu- 
ally, over a generation, as feelings for and 
against the institution intensified. 

It was in 1820 that the issue of slavery 
first threatened the breakup of the Union. 
When it was proposed that Missouri enter 
the Union as a slave state, this caused 
such opposition in the Northern States 
that some Southerners expressed the view 
that perhaps it was time to separate into 
two countries. But Henry Clay of Ken- 
tucky stepped forward with his “Missouri 
Compromise,” which settled the issue — 
Maine would enter as a free state to bal- 
ance it all out, but no more slave states 
could be formed west of Missouri, if they 
were north of the latitude line of 36° 30’. 

While this compromise averted dis- 
union, aging Thomas Jefferson, from his 
home at Monticello, expressed concern 
that, with the slavery issue, “We have the 
wolf by the ears.” 

Then there was the Mexican War. When 
new lands in the West fell into American 
hands, another compromise — this time 
called the Compromise of 1850 — was 
needed, again coauthored by the aging 
Henry Clay. One of its provisions, little 
noticed at the time, was that these western 
lands be organized into territories with the 
slavery question settled by the people of 
the territory. 

When Senator Stephen A. Douglas de- 
sired the first transcontinental railroad be 
built west from his home state of I]linois, 
he knew the territories west of Missouri 
would have to be organized. His Kansas- 
Nebraska Act of 1854 proposed they be 
organized under the doctrine of “popular 
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sovereignty” — letting the people there 
decide the issue. 

The issue of slavery in Nebraska was 
not contentious, as it was considered too 
far north to support cotton plantations, and 
it did not border a slave state. But Kansas 
could support cotton plantations and could 
be another slave state. And thus, fanatics 
on both sides of the slavery issue flocked 
to Kansas to “win” the elections for del- 
egates who would decide that issue at a 
constitutional convention. While most of 
those who were hardy enough to settle on 
the Great Plains had little interest in the 
issue of slavery, many moved into the ter- 
ritory from Missouri, men who were very 
much interested in the outcome of the 
slavery issue in Kansas. Missouri slave- 
holders were concerned — they did not 
want a “free state” to their west to entice 
slaves to escape, as they already had that 
problem in eastern Missouri, with slaves 
going into the “free state” of Illinois. 

In New England and in parts of Ohio, 
emigration societies sprang up, to encour- 
age migration of antislavery settlers into 
Kansas, in order to make Kansas a free 
state. Thus, a bloody clash was almost a 
certainty. 

One of those who went to Kansas, more 
to fight than to farm, was John Brown. 
Across from Missouri came those with the 
opposite goal, called “Border Ruffians.” 
Then, there were those who just wanted 
to settle and eke out a living on the rugged 
Kansas frontier. 

Brown’s father, Owen Brown, had 
been a trustee of the abolitionist Oberlin 
College. Owen had a low view of South- 
erners, a feeling he passed on to his son. 
While John Brown had long been known 
for a harsh personality, with little regard 
for those with a contrary opinion, it is not 
quite clear why he became so agitated 
about the issue of slavery. Considering 
the staunch opposition of his father to 
slavery, it is not surprising that he had 
always been opposed to it, but he did 
little about his anti slavery beliefs until 
he moved to Kansas. In his book Man on 
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Fire, Jules Abels speculated, “The evolu- 
tion of Brown into the crusader must be 
viewed in the context of the evolution of 
the slavery controversy.” 

Abolitionism had never been a popular 
position, even in the North, except with 
intellectuals such as New England Uni- 
tarians Emerson, Thoreau, and the like. 
Perhaps Brown, who was a reader, be- 
came radicalized by their writings. Har- 
riet Beecher Stowe’s Uncle Tom's Cabin, 
which personalized the plight of Southern 
slaves, no doubt heavily influenced him. 
Again, Stowe was a Unitarian, and the 
daughter of a minister, Lyman Beecher. 
Her book was a protest against the tough 
Fugitive Slave Law found in the Compro- 
mise of 1850. Prior to her writing, slavery 
in the South was more of an abstract in- 
stitution “down South,” but Stowe’s fic- 
tional book created a sympathetic charac- 
ter, Uncle Tom, and touched the emotions 
of many Northerners, most of whom had 
previously not had strong feelings about 
slavery. The book sold in the thousands, 
and was even made into a popular play — 
popular in the North, anyway. 

Stowe’s brother, Henry Ward Beecher, 
spoke in Connecticut in the spring of 1855 
at a church in New Haven. His message 


In New England and in parts of Ohio, emigration societies sprang up, 
to encourage migration of antislavery settlers into Kansas, in order to 
make Kansas a free state. Thus, a bloody clash was almost a certainty. 
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Soliciting sympathy: The novel Uncle Tom’s Cabin was an attack upon slavery. By using a 
sympathetic, though fictional character, Uncle Tom, it was able to create an emotional attachment 
to the cause of the slaves among many Northerners. Along with John Brown’s raid, it is often 
regarded as the emotional spark that erupted into the fire of secession and civil war. 


was not about sending missionaries to 
Kansas to preach the gospel, but rather 
rifles to aid the abolitionist side. A deacon 
in the church had told Beecher that 75 pio- 
neers going to Kansas needed the newer 
breech-loading Sharps rifles, which could 
fire 10 times a minute, and reputedly hit a 
target a mile away. When it was stated that 
the group needed 50 of the newer rifles, 
Beecher promised that if the group would 
raise the money for 25 of them, his Plym- 
outh Congregation Church of Brooklyn 
would furnish the rest. He said that for 
the slaveholders of Kansas, the Sharps 
rifle was a greater moral agency than the 
Bible, so the “Free State” settlers needed 
them. After this, the rifles were known as 
“Beecher’s Bibles.” 

Whatever motivated Brown, he be- 
came a warrior for the cause of abolition 
in Kansas, and came to believe the mur- 
der of innocent civilians was justified in 
the greater cause. 

While Brown was involved in one well- 
known “battle” in Kansas, known as the 
Battle of Black Jack, his main contribution 
to the contest was the Pottawatomie mur- 
ders. In the so-called Battle of Black Jack, 
H.C. Pate, a deputy United States marshal 
and captain of the Missouri militia, was 
surprised at breakfast by Brown’s forces. 
After a brief, pitched battle in which many 
of Pate’s men ran off, Brown took 29 pris- 
oners, making a Brown a “war hero” to the 
radical abolitionists. 

Despite the terror caused by Brown on 
one side and the Missouri Ruffians on the 
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other side, the side that did not want Kan- 
sas to become a slave state began to win 
out in sheer numbers of settlers. With the 
pacification of Kansas, Brown needed a 
new “front” in his war to rid the country of 
slavery and, in some cases, slave owners. 

We will never know the exact role that 
the “Secret Six” and other New England 
abolitionists played in Brown’s activities 
in the late 1850s, because after Brown’s 
failed raid on the federal arsenal at Harp- 
er’s Ferry many of his financial backers 
destroyed incriminating letters and papers; 
however, enough papers survive to paint a 
fairly clear picture. 


The Secret Six 

Favors Violent Revolution 

One of the Secret Six, George Stearns, 
said, in a discussion about the situation 
in Kansas, that what the country needed 
was “a revolution.” Gerrit Smith said the 
abolitionists were ready to fight the U.S. 
government. Theodore Parker said blood- 
shed was necessary to end slavery. 

John Brown believed he was God’s “in- 
strument” to cause the revolution favored 
by the Secret Six. He was certainly the “in- 
strument” of the wealthy and well-placed 
Secret Six. 

For all their later condemnation of the 
Southern secessionists as disloyal trai- 
tors, the conspirators strongly favored the 
separation of the North and South into two 
different countries — at least they did be- 
fore the Civil War. In early January 1857, 
they convened the Disunion Convention 
in Worcester, Massachusetts. Smith hoped 
the South would secede, not forcing the 
North to make the first move. Eighty- 
nine attended the convention, which was 
largely mocked by Northern newspapers. 
While failing to achieve the separation of 
the North and South, this assembly indi- 
cates how serious the attendees took the 
issue of slavery. 

With little support for such separation 
from most Northerners, it had become ap- 
parent to Brown and his backers that di- 
rect action of some sort was necessary to 
provoke the sections into a rupture. 

If Brown was going to lead a bloody 
revolution, he would need a person with 
more military experience to help train his 
“army.” The steady contributions of the 
Secret Six enabled Brown to hire Colonel 
Hugh Forbes for the job. Forbes had been 
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an officer under Italian radical Giuseppe 
Garibaldi, a soldier in the Revolution of 
1848. Born in England, he was fluent in 
Italian and French, and worked as a trans- 
lator for the New York Tribune. Among the 
European correspondents for the Tribune 
was Karl Marx, the author of The Commu- 
nist Manifesto. The newspaper regularly 
provided space for the opinions of Eu- 
ropean revolutionaries. Forbes had been 
introduced to the Secret Six by Senator 
Sumner — a man who later became an ac- 
tual communist and who was ona friendly 
basis with many of the revolutionaries in 
Europe. It is well established from the his- 
tory of communist revolutions elsewhere 
that Marxist revolutionaries seize upon 
issues such as slavery for their own pur- 
poses. If there is a “class struggle,” they 
exploit it, and if there isn’t such a conflict, 
they work to create one. 


Brown's Plan for Violent Revolution 
Brown’s plan was to lead a slave rebellion 
in Virginia. He believed that by raiding 
the federal arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, Vir- 
ginia, he could arm the slaves, who were, 
he contended, ready to rise up against their 
slave masters. He argued that as many as 
500 slaves would “swarm to the standard 
the first night.” Then, his financial backers 
could call a convention to overthrow the 
federal government, which he considered 
“pro-Slavery.” 
It was a fanciful plan, and Forbes offered 
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several objections. He did not believe the 
slaves would rebel. (Frederick Douglass 
told Brown much the same thing). Even 
if he could get a few hundred slaves to 
actually join him, the military might of 
the United States was too much, and he 
would be crushed. Finally, Forbes did not 
believe the abolitionists in New England 
would actually support them publicly in 
armed rebellion. 

Other problems that Forbes had with 
the plan were that Brown was simply not 
drawing enough recruits for him to train 
and, perhaps even more important, Brown 
had ceased to pay him. The disgruntled 
Forbes threatened the Secret Six with ex- 
posure of their role in Brown’s treasonous 
plans, and this evidently caused a delay 
of the plan’s execution for several months, 
from 1858 into 1859. 

In preparation for his overthrow of the 
U.S. government, Brown drafted a “‘provi- 
sional constitution” for a new government. 
His document provided for a president and 
a vice president, a congress of only five 
to 10 members, and a judiciary. The most 
important position would be commander- 
in-chief, the position he expected to hold. 
Although Brown’s constitution proposed 
to outlaw profane “swearing, indecent be- 
havior, or indecent exposure, or intoxica- 
tion,” it failed to mention God. 

Higginson was supportive of Brown, 
saying, “I am always willing to invest in 
treason.” Sanborn’s sentiments were sim- 
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Way to war: John Brown’s foolish plan to lead a slave rebellion in Virginia by raiding the federal 
arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, and make himself a virtual dictator in the United States, was a total 
failure militarily — two sons died in the raid, and he was captured. But the reactions by Northern 
and Southern extremists split the country into two parts in about a year. 
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Romanticized life and death: This painting by Thomas Hovenden of John Brown on his way to 

the gallows, kissing a black child, is not an accurate portrayal of the event, but it is typical of how 
Brown’s execution was reported. Ralph Waldo Emerson said that Brown had made his gallows as 
“glorious as the cross of Christ.” 


ilar: “Treason will not be treason much 
longer, but patriotism.” 


The Attack on Harper's Ferry and Its 
Aftermath 

When the attack upon Harper’s Ferry fi- 
nally came, Brown had only 16 white men 
and five black men under his “command.” 
It was a cold and rainy day when Brown 
struck on Sunday, October 16, 1859. The 
men parked a wagon full of guns and pikes 
next to a school house — from which 
Brown expected rebelling slaves could be 
armed. Upon entering Harper’s Ferry, they 
quickly took several men hostage who 
were simply walking the streets. Among 
the hostages taken was Lewis Washington, 
a descendant of George Washington. 

Around | a.m., Brown’s “army” blocked 
a train entering Harper’s Ferry and shot 
Hayward Shepherd, a baggage master, 
who had moved forward to find out what 
was wrong. The irony of Brown’s “army” 
murder of Shepherd is that although they 
were supposedly fighting for the black 
race, the first man killed at Harper’s Ferry 
was a free black man. 

No slaves joined Brown in his murder- 
ous assault upon the federal arsenal. Soon, 
Marines arrived under the command of Lt. 
Colonel Robert E. Lee, and after a brief 
battle, Brown and most of his “army” were 
either killed or captured. At first, the pre- 
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vailing Northern reaction to the raid was 
shock and disapproval. Lee’s comment that 
Brown was a “mad man” and that the raid 
was of little importance probably summed 
up the initial reaction of the country, North 
and South. Even the ardent abolitionist Wil- 
liam Lloyd Garrison dismissed it as “mis- 
guided, wild and apparently insane.” 

Virginia Governor Henry Wise, how- 
ever, chose to make a huge issue of the 
raid, and generally excited opinion in the 
South. He pushed for a quick trial and 
execution, which swung the sympathy of 
many in the North to Brown. Meanwhile, 
northern abolitionists quickly realized the 
propaganda value of Brown. A November 
24, 1859 editorial in the New York Inde- 
pendent well illustrates this change of 
thought. The /ndependent’s initial reac- 
tion was that Brown was a “lawless brig- 
and,” but their revised opinion, published 
only a few weeks later, was that he was a 
heroic personality. 

The /ndependent argued that it was not 
Brown who was on trial, but slavery it- 
self. “John Brown has already received 
the verdict of the people as a brave and 
honest man.” They even contended that 
Brown was “the noblest man Virginia has 
seen since its race of Revolutionary heroes 
passed away.” 

Henry David Thoreau said on the day of 
Brown’s execution, “Some eighteen hun- 


dred years ago, Christ was crucified. This 
morning perchance John Brown was hung 
[sic].” Not to be outdone by the inflamma- 
tory statement of his fellow transcenden- 
talist, Ralph Waldo Emerson called Brown 
a “new saint,” a man who made “the gal- 
lows glorious like the cross.” Southerners 
were shocked at such remarks, which they 
considered blasphemous. 

They also took it as a threat. 

It is likely that such opinions were not 
those of the majority of Northerners, but 
they were certainly read with a grow- 
ing animosity in the South toward their 
Northern countrymen. Southern Fire Eat- 
ers — those who had been advocating 
for secession for some time — used the 
Northern reaction by newspaper editorials 
and intellectuals in the North to ramp up 
their calls for separation from the North. 
Clearly, John Brown was an “instrument” 
to be used by radicals on either side of the 
Mason-Dixon Line. 

In only a year, South Carolina would 
lead the way in seceding from the fed- 
eral Union, followed by six other states in 
the Deep South. Four more border states 
joined them when President Abraham 
Lincoln called for 75,000 volunteers to 
suppress what he called the “rebellion” in 
those 10 states. The refusal of President 
Lincoln to allow for a peaceful secession 
then led then to a war that took at least 
600,000 — and probably more — lives in 
the bloodiest war in American history. 

Brown’s raid on the federal arsenal at 
Harper’s Ferry was a huge failure militar- 
ily, but it no doubt advanced his cause — 
and the cause of the New England con- 
spirators who aided him financially. 

The lesson of John Brown, in light of 
modern violent protesters who invoke 
his name, is clear: Violence committed in 
the name of a cause, backed by powerful 
people, can cause a reaction that will fur- 
ther advance that cause. This was true in 
Brown’s day and is true in our own. 

Brown’s violent tactics accomplished 
little but the slaughter of innocents along 
with the guilty. Today, violent protesters 
want to provoke an overreaction from the 
police, or the National Guard. Deaths of 
modern John Browns are part of the price 
to be paid, along with innocent bystanders, 
in the radical cause. 

And that is the lethal legacy of John 
Brown. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Don’t Mess With Texan 
Grandmothers! 


KLSA reported out of Texarkana, Texas, on 
January 3 that an elderly woman was able 
to use her firearm to defend herself against 
a dangerous intruder. The woman, 74-year- 
old Rebbie Roberson, was watching the 
news at home when a masked man armed 
with a gun entered her house. Roberson 
told the local CBS news affiliate KLSA that 
though the man had his gun pointed right 
at her, she was able to grab her .38-caliber 
pistol from a nearby table and aim it at her 
attacker, causing him to turn and run from 
the house. Roberson said she fired a few 
shots, but likely missed her target. Police 
were called to the scene and discovered 
bullet holes, but the burglar was gone. Au- 
thorities are still looking for him. 

Roberson told KLSA about the details 
of the harrowing incident: 


I had to walk right out in front of him. 
I didn’t know if he was going to kill 
me or what.... I reached over there 
and grabbed this gun. And when I 
swerved around, I pointed it at him 
and he ran.... I tried to kill him.... 
Anybody break in on me, I’m going 
to kill them. He’s going to kill me or 
I’m going to kill him. 


Roberson later explained that it was the 
first time she ever used the firearm, and 
she hopes it’s the last. 

Local law enforcement said that Rob- 
erson was justified in her use of force. 
Bowie County Sheriff’s Chief Deputy 
Jeff Neal told KLSA, “It could have been 
worse for both individuals, both the victim 
and the suspect.” Neal also explained that 
under state law, “every citizen, according 
to the Texas penal code, has the right to 
defend themselves and their family.” 


Hood Death 


A violent home invasion out of Missouri 
was unusual owing to the fact that the sus- 
pect was a woman. While the vast majority 
of these types of crimes are committed by 
men, 44-year-old Rhonda Hood was break- 
ing stereotypes when it came to armed felo- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ 7S OEE. 


nies. Hood forced her way into a house at 
gunpoint. Hood held the occupants within 
the house at gunpoint and demanded their 
valuables, but one of the victims began 
fighting back. The male would-be victim 
struggled with Hood and was able to wrest 
her gun away, which he then fired at her. 
Law enforcement was called to the scene, 
where they discovered Hood’s lifeless 
body. She had just succumbed to her gun- 
shot wound. After a thorough investigation, 
the local prosecutor ruled that the shooting 
death was justified. 


Upscale Neighborhood 


The ABC affiliate KTRK reported on Janu- 
ary 5 about a burglary attempt in an upscale 
Houston neighborhood that was ended by 
an armed homeowner. Mike Colgin was 
asleep in bed around 4:30 a.m. when he 
was jarred awake by the sound of breaking 
glass. Colgin immediately suspected foul 
play, so he retrieved his firearm and quick- 
ly ran down the hallway toward the living 
room. Colgin peered around a corner and 
witnessed an intruder breaking in through 
one of his windows, so he moved for a clos- 
er look to confirm it wasn’t a neighbor who 
needed help before he fired on the suspect. 
Once he was certain that it was a burglar, 
he fired one shot at the man, hitting the 
suspect. The suspect fled the scene but was 
arrested by police officers down the street 
with minor injuries. 

Julio Socoy-Velasquez was taken to 
a nearby hospital for treatment and was 
taken to jail shortly afterward. Colgin was 
able to capture Velasquez’ actions leading 
up to the break-in by reviewing the secu- 
rity camera video from his front door. In 
the video, Velasquez can be seen grab- 
bing a paver from Colgin’s front yard and 
throwing it through the window. Colgin 
reflected on the shooting for KTRK, “It’s 
really surreal.... I’m getting a lot of grief 
(from my friends) for not firing twice, but 
I’m okay with just once.” 

Doug Hawn, a neighbor in the upscale 
community, was completely blindsided by 
the break-in and subsequent shooting: “I 
thought it was shocking there was a shoot- 
ing in the neighborhood.... Although I 
think my neighbor had every right to do it.” 


Woman Kills 
Violent Attacker 


WWAY News reported out of Wilming- 
ton, North Carolina, about a man who 
was shot and killed by a woman he sought 
to victimize. The woman, 35-year-old 
Kay Dickinson, was returning home to 
her apartment when Willie Franklin Stith 
came up from behind her and forced his 
way into her apartment. “As soon as I 
got the door unlocked he grabbed me and 
pushed me into the apartment,” Dickin- 
son told WWAY. 

Stith began violently beating Dickinson 
and then tied her up with a cellphone char- 
ger and a belt. 

Fortunately for her, Stith was not very 
capable when it came to tying knots, and 
Dickinson was able to free herself. She 
quickly grabbed her gun, which she kept 
in her bedroom, and fired it at Stith, who 
was mortally wounded. “I got loose from 
the belt. And I had a gun sitting on a bible 
on my headboard. I jumped up on the bed, 
grabbed the gun, turned around and just 
pulled the trigger,” Dickinson said. Stith 
tried to flee the scene, but his injuries were 
too severe and he collapsed near the front 
door, where his lifeless body was found by 
police, who soon arrived. 

Dickinson expressed gratitude for hav- 
ing survived the ordeal: “I’m just glad 
I’m alive today. I mean that’s really the 
big thing. You know it was a scary experi- 
ence, one I really never want to go through 
again. Never want anyone else to have to 
go through. And you know, I mean, from 
what I’ve heard about the guy he’s notori- 
ous for robberies and everything so, you 
know, I mean, I may have saved somebody 
else from having to go through anything,” 
Dickinson told WWAY. 

When Dickinson said Stith was “no- 
torious for robberies and everything,” 
she wasn’t kidding. WWAY reported that 
Stith had a long and storied criminal rec- 
ord dating back to 1998 that included 
multiple arrests for crimes similar to the 
type he was engaged in at the time of his 
untimely death: breaking and entering, lar- 
ceny, burglary, assault, and possession of 
stolen goods. Hf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Lame Duck Runs 
Amok With Last-ditch 
Regulations 


ITEM: After Election Day and before In- 
auguration Day for the new president, 
Barack Obama was busy trying to “Trump- 
proof the White House,” noted an article 
by the McClatchy news service. Among 
other actions, as Anita Kumar wrote in 
the piece dated December 8, 2016, he put 
appointees on boards and in offices and 
“churned out rules, regulations and poli- 
cies several times a week.” 

Obama has been, as she wrote, “try- 
ing to put the people and policies in place 
that he wants to outlast his presidency 
in the final weeks before Donald Trump 
takes over. And his supporters want more, 
way more. Every president tries to push 
through last-minute policies before their 
time in office comes to a close. But this 
year has a more frantic feel as special in- 
terest groups push Obama to do more, not 
just because the president-elect is of a dif- 
ferent party but because few people know 
what he will do. 

“People are, as you can imagine, they 
are getting quite desperate,’ said Rena 
Steinzor, a member of the Center for 
Progressive Reform, a liberal advocacy 
group, who is pressing Obama to act. 

‘Filling boards and doing whatever he can 
to establish protections that Trump would 
have to unwind is a good strategy.’” 
ITEM: The Boston Globe reported on De- 
cember 21 that, the day before, Barack 
Obama “banned millions of acres of fed- 
erally-owned land in the Arctic and the 
Atlantic Ocean from offshore oil and gas 
drilling, a move experts say is likely to be 
challenged by incoming president Donald 
Trump, but unlikely to be quickly reversed. 

“Its just the latest step the Democratic 
administration has taken since the election 
to enact rules and policies in the presi- 
dent’s final days in power, including on 
key issues where Obama and Trump, a Re- 
publican, disagree. Experts told the New 
York Times this week that it’s not unusual 
for outgoing presidents to try to enact new 
measures in their last weeks in office.” 
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ITEM: Anticipating an angry reaction 
about so many last-minute moves, Obama 
administration officials told the Wash- 
ington Times (January 5, 2017) that, as 
the paper put it, “most of the rules being 
implemented have been under the develop- 
ment states for months or years.” 
CORRECTION: It is scant comfort to be told 
that bureaucrats have been conniving for a 
long time, not just for a few months, with 
their plans on how we should conduct our 
lives — even if this self-serving conten- 
tion is true. 

Nevertheless, as President Obama was 
taking his final laps, he did designate more 
than a million acres of Western lands as na- 
tional monuments, blocked construction of 
a segment of the Dakota Access Pipeline, 
and declared that huge parts of the Atlan- 
tic and Arctic oceans were “indefinitely off 
limits to offshore oil and gas leasing.” 

So-called progressives at the Atlantic 
magazine cheered those decrees and hailed 
earlier pronouncements as well. The lat- 
ter included expanding, by six-fold, the 
Pacific Remote Islands Marine National 
Monument — which now covers 490,000 
square miles and is “three times the size 
of California, and bigger than all the land- 
based national parks combined,” as well 
as quadrupling the size of Hawaii’s Papa- 
hanaumokuakea Marine National Monu- 
ment to 583,000 square miles, about twice 
the size of Texas. 

These diktats, both the older ones 


and the more recent moves, are costly. 
Various academic studies have attempted 
to measure the price tag. Last year, for 
example, a 22-industry study was re- 
leased by the Mercatus Center at George 
Mason University covering the years 
1977 through 2012. It gauged the drag 
of regulations on the American economy, 
annually and cumulatively. The study 
determined that government regulations 
— because they distort the investment 
choices that lead to innovation — have 
led to an average reduction in the annual 
growth rate of the U.S. gross domestic 
product (GDP) of 0.8 percent. 

While that is significant, it gets worse 
over time. As the study found, if the exist- 
ing regulations had just been held constant 
at 1980 levels, the U.S. economy would 
have been about 25 percent larger than 
it actually was as of 2012. Specifically, 
as of 2012, the economy was $4 trillion 
smaller than it would have been in the 
absence of regulatory growth since 1980. 
Broken down, this amounted to the loss of 
about $13,000 per capita. Most Americans 
would probably like to have that in their 
bank accounts. 

Rather, what we have received are more 
regulations that hinder us in myriad ways. 
A piece in Investor’s Business Daily (May 
13, 2016), written by Mark Perry and 
Thomas Hemphill, both professors at the 
University of Michigan-Flint, put it this 
way: “Given the regulatory zeal of Team 
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CORRECTION 


Obama, it should not be surprising that 
economic growth has averaged only 1.4% 
annually over the last seven years. Further, 
Obama is the only president in modern 
history whose time in office didn’t include 
at least one year of economic growth at the 
3% historical average.” 

There has been a frenetic flurry of reg- 
ulations in the last several weeks. Even 
some activists admit that these impedi- 
ments are intended to thwart the incom- 
ing administration. In a military sense, the 
objective is roughly analogous to what 
Islamic State fighters are doing in Mosul, 
in northern Iraq — leaving behind land 
mines as they are forced to leave their 
erstwhile stronghold. 

House Judiciary Committee Chairman 
Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.) is no doubt too 
gracious to draw such a parallel. Still, as 
the congressman has observed, “Because 
outgoing administrations are no longer 
accountable to the voters, they are much 
more prone to issue midnight regulations 
that fly in the face of the electoral mandate 
the voters just gave the new, incoming 
administration.” He made his comments 


Another man who would be king: Barack Obama finished his term by trying to use executive 


shortly before a vote passed the House that 
would give Congress the authority to over- 
turn recently enacted regulations. “Waves 
of midnight rules can also be very hard 
for Congress or a new Administration to 
check adequately,” said the congressman. 

An analysis of “midnight rules,” de- 
fined as those between Election Day and 
Inauguration, was recently released by the 
American Action Forum (AAF), a free- 
market think tank. At that point, it cov- 
ered rules through the New Year, when 
there was no evidence that the pace would 
slacken. It included five such major regu- 
lations handed down by the Obama Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency and Obama 
Department of the Interior. 

The editors of Investor’s Business 
Daily, citing the AAF report, pointed out 
that these new rules, by themselves, 


will cost about $5.1 billion a year and 
require at least 350,000 hours of pa- 
perwork from companies. 

In addition, three other lesser rules 
will add an estimated $898 million 
to the regulatory tab, and another 


orders — rather than convincing Congress to pass laws, as the Constitution requires — to 


cement new regulations in place. 
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146,000 hours of paperwork. The 
bottom line: These new rules that 
Obama is making the law of the land 
with little fanfare and no input from 
Congress will cost us $6 billion a 
year and nearly half a million hours 
of paperwork. We pay for these, by 
the way, not companies. 

The impact of this kind of rule- 
making is cumulative. Since 2009, 
when Obama took office, the EPA 
and Interior have added $349 billion 
in regulatory costs.... 

As we reported in October, regula- 
tory burdens now rank No. 2 among 
small-business concerns, according 
to the National Federation of Inde- 
pendent Business, the nation’s main 
small-business advocacy group. 
That’s up from being ranked No. 5 
just four years ago. 

In an earlier study, the AAF said 
that since 2009, the Obama regulato- 
ry siege on business had brought 600 
major new rules and over $813 bil- 
lion in added costs. If Obama is con- 
cerned about the job losses, closed 
businesses, depressed communities 
and lost economic opportunities that 
his regulatory siege has wrought, he’s 
shown no signs of it. Far from it. He’s 
doubling down in the final days of his 
last term. 


The AAF has, as noted, been keeping an 
eye on this phenomenon for some time. 
Sam Batkins, the group’s director of regu- 
latory policy, recently pointed out that in 
just one December night the Obama ad- 
ministration released more than $7.4 bil- 
lion of regulations in the Federal Register. 
(The feds meanwhile keep a close eye on 
us. Those regulations cover dedicated- 
purpose pool pumps, commercial pack- 
aged boilers, walk-in coolers and walk-in 
freezers, portable air-conditioning units, 
and uninterruptable power supplies.) 

The growth in the number of pages in 
the Federal Register is one way to mea- 
sure the impact of the central government 
on Americans who are trying to make a 
living. It turns out that the Obama ad- 
ministration has been very adept when it 
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comes to hampering businesses. For 2016, 
the page count in the Register set a new 
record, at 97,110. This, commented Ryan 
Young of the Competitive Enterprise In- 
stitute (CEI), is more than “15,000 pages 
above the previous record, set in 2010. 
The difference is more than 19 percent, 
no small feat for a document that has been 
published since 1936.” The various fed- 
eral regulatory agencies, went on Young, 
“issued 3,853 regulations, more than a 
13 percent increase over last year, and 
the highest total since 2005. As my col- 
league Wayne Crews noted, this exceeds 
the number of bills Congress passed by a 
factor of 18.” 

The Wall Street Journal also has picked 
up on the American Action Forum analy- 
sis, saying that the belated regulatory 
binge was “astonishing even by the fever- 
ish rule-writing of the Obama administra- 
tion. “Team Obama,” wrote the editors on 
January 5, 2017, issued 


39 new rules in March 2016, 55 in 
May and 57 in November. Someone 
must have called this pace slacking 
off, because in December the number 
soared to 99. 

The last-minute push is an effort 
to complicate life for the Republican 
agenda, but Congress is consider- 
ing legislation that would allow it to 
undo large swaths of Mr. Obama’s 
new regulations at one time. Under 
the 1996 Congressional Review Act, 
Congress can kill new federal regula- 
tions on a simple majority vote with- 
in 60 working days of being final. 

The new bill that passed the House 
on a 238-184 vote on Wednesday 
would expand that authority by allow- 
ing Congress to nix multiple midnight 
regulations in a single vote rather than 
having to hold individual votes to re- 
peal a series of recent regulations. 
This is a useful efficiency if Congress 
wants to spend the first 100 days of 
the Trump Administration doing any- 
thing on other issues like, say, health 
care or judicial nominations. 


When it comes to examining its own regu- 
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lations, the federal government — perhaps 
understandably, considering the potential 
political ramifications — is not particu- 
larly thorough. At the end of the year, for 
example, the White House Office of Man- 
agement and Budget (OMB) put out a re- 
port whose title alone is snooze-inducing: 
the “2016 Draft Report to Congress on the 
Benefits and Costs of Federal Regulations 
and Agency Compliance With the Unfund- 
ed Mandates Reform Act.” 

The study picked its targets carefully. 
And the OMB chose over a decade, as 
noted by Clyde Wayne Crews, Jr. in 
Forbes, the “cumulative benefits of a se- 
lection of 181 major regulations issued 
between 2005 and 2015 at between $269 
billion and $872 billion.... Meanwhile, the 
estimated range for the decade’s costs is 
pegged at $74 to $110 billion.” 

Crews, the policy director of the CEI, 
has looked more deeply at the price tag. 
He has observed that, 


in contrast to OMB’s few dozen bil- 
lion in costs over ten years, other es- 
timates consider the broader aggre- 
gates. A 2014 National Association 
of Manufacturers modeled 2012 total 
annual regulatory costs in the econ- 
omy of $2.028 trillion in 2014 dol- 
lars. My own reckoning using largely 
government data is $1.9 trillion annu- 
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ally. A Mercatus Center study finds 
GDP could be $4 trillion higher if 
regulation had frozen in place a few 
decades ago. 

The Trump administration has 
promised to freeze regulations and roll 
back rules for new rules issued. Beef- 
ing up the annual cost report will help. 


Correcting the situation does not neces- 
sarily require extreme action — though it 
would certainly be a departure for Wash- 
ington in recent years. In essence, Con- 
gress should assume its constitutional role 
of legislating. Lawmakers should be held 
accountable for doing their own job, not 
so keen to delegate their role to unelected 
regulators and then complain about the 
outcome. 

In some sense, however, this does call 
for a radical change — meaning to return 
to our roots. The “sum of good govern- 
ment,” as Thomas Jefferson said in his 
first Inaugural Address, is one that “shall 
restrain men from injuring one another” 
and “shall leave them otherwise free to 
regulate their own pursuits of industry 
and improvement.” That was a time when 
the presumption was that American citi- 
zens would not be bound by the shackling 
tules of the central government, but rather 
would live under freedom. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 


43 


THE !,\5 WORD 


BY STEVE BYAS 


What Will Obama Do Now? 


imes have certainly 
changed for former 
presidents. When 


Harry Truman left office in 
1953, he drove himself and 
his wife home to Missouri, 
and existed on a meager 
Army pension. In stark con- 
trast, after leaving office on 
January 20, now ex-Presi- 
dent Barack Obama had 
only a two-mile trip to the 
high-dollar D.C. neighbor- 
hood of Kalorama, where he 
is renting an 8,200-square 
foot home with nine bed- 
rooms and eight-and-a-half 
bathrooms. 

The talk that a President 
Hillary Clinton might name Obama to the Supreme Court 
quickly vanished when she lost to Donald Trump in Novem- 
ber. Others have mentioned that Obama, a big basketball fan, 
might buy into an NBA team, or become a sports league com- 
missioner, while others note that he could go back to being a 
“constitutional law” professor. He certainly could use his own 
presidency for examples of how the Constitution was often 
disregarded. 

“You can actually pursue an agenda,” said Mark Updegrove, 
who runs the Lyndon Johnson Presidential Library. Obama’s 
presence in the nation’s capital will certainly cause the liberal 
national press corps to “seek out” his opinion, which he will 
probably be happy to provide. 

That he will be the first president since Woodrow Wilson to 
remain in D.C. after his presidency gives us a clue, as do his 
own comments to some middle-school students last year: “I'll 
go back to doing the kind of work I was doing before.” 

Although not specifically what he was referring to in the 
above quote, the “kind of work” Obama did before includes 
being a “community organizer” in Chicago. In many ways, 
Obama’s presidency was simply a continuation of this role as a 
community organizer. 

Obama was a disciple of left-wing community organizer Saul 
Alinsky, the author of Rules for Radicals, a book dedicated to 
Lucifer, whom Alinsky called “the first radical known to man 
who rebelled against the establishment.” In his book, Alinsky 
compared the community organizer to a labor union organizer: 
“He has taken a group of apathetic workers; he has fanned their 
resentments and hostilities by a number of means.” 

Throughout his presidency, Obama utilized this formula 
of fanning resentments and hostilities in order to increase the 
number of voters for his left-wing agenda. Not surprisingly, an 
Associated Press poll reveals that such divisive policies have 
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certainly worked in divid- 
ing the country, as only 27 
percent see America as more 
united as a result of his eight 
years in office. 

A former organizer told 
The New Republic that 
Obama was “the undisputed 
master of agitation.” 

This divisive agitation, 
pursued by Obama through- 
out his tenure in the White 
House, not only drove some 
to the polls, but drove oth- 
ers into the streets. Com- 
ments such as his saying the 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, 
police “acted stupidly,” or 
his racially divisive remarks 
(“if I had a son, he would look like Trayvon”’) have certainly 
contributed to the divide in the country. 

While Obama has never overtly called for violence in any of 
his frequent remarks on local interactions between the police 
and citizens, he launched his political career in the living room 
of an unrepentant terrorist who did commit acts of violence as a 
leader of the Weather Underground — Bill Ayers. 

Ayers, along with his wife Bernardine Dohrn, was involved in 
the 1970 bombing ofa police station in San Francisco, which killed 
one person. One former Weatherman member, Larry Grathwohl, 
told a Senate subcommittee in 1974 that Ayers wanted to bomb the 
police officers’ association building in Detroit “to coincide with 
the time when there would be the most people in those buildings.” 

Obama was introduced to Ayers by his state senator, Alice 
Palmer. In 1996, Palmer recruited Obama to run for her state 
senate post when she made an unsuccessful bid for Congress. 
Ten years earlier, she had attended the 27th Congress of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union. In an interview with the 
communist People’s Daily World, Palmer gushed with praise 
about the USSR: “The Soviets plan to provide people with 
higher wages and better education, health and transportation.” 

And the man she wanted to take her place in the Illinois Leg- 
islature was community organizer Barack Obama. He launched 
his political career with a fundraiser at Bill Ayers’ home in 
Hyde Park. When Ayers’ radical past emerged as an issue when 
Obama ran for president in 2008, Obama dismissed Ayers as 
just an English professor and “some guy in the neighborhood.” 

Speaking to Vietnamese youth during his trip to Vietnam last 
year, Obama noted that he is “relatively young” and planned to 
use the rest of his life “developing young leaders in the United 
States and around the world.” As Alinsky and Ayers influenced 
the young Obama, Americans can expect Obama to inspire yet 
another generation of left-wing community organizers. Hl 


President Obama’s new 
living quarters in a posh 
D.C-Neighborhood 
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